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CHRONOLOGY OF ‘THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the. Conquest to the close of the XVI[Ith Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derive are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal ; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’'s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &e. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 
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iv CHRONOLOGY OF 
REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 


(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 


THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBuRY, K G. 

Lord President of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 

First Lord of the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 

Secretaries of State 
Foreign Affairs Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., G.C.S.L 
Home Department Rt. Hon. CHARLES T. RITCHIE. 

Colonial Rt. Hon. JoseEpH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War——Rt. Hon. W. Sr. JOHN BROpDRICK. 
India Rt. Hon. Lord GEorGrE HAMILTON. 

Chancellor of the Exchequer——Rt. Hon. Sir MicuArL Hicks Beacu, Bt. 

First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. the EAnL OF SELBORNE, 

Lord Lieutenant of Lreland Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G, 

Lord Chancellor of Ireland Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

President of the Board of Trade Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFOUR. 

Postmaster-General Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 

Secretary for Scotland——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 

President of the Local Government Board Rt. Hon. WALTER H. Lona. 

Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD 

First Commissioner of Works Kt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 

President of the Board of Agriculture Rt. Hon. R. W. HANBURY. 









































NOT IN THE CABINET. 





Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury Kt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury ——J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland tt. Hon. GEORGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Board of Education ’t. Hon. Sir J. ELpon Gorst, K.C., M.P, 
Secretary to the Admiralty ——HvuGu O. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Esq., M.P. 
ee fH. 'T., ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury ~ (WILLIAM HAYES FIsH 5 Esq., M.P. 
Paes: _ W. T. KERR, K.C.B. 
t er ee Vice-Admiral A. L. DOUGLAS. 
Lords of the Admiralty—, Rear-Admiral W. H. May, M.V.O. 
(Capt. JOHN DuRNFORD, C.B., D.S.O. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Oftice Lord CRANBORNE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office —Rt. Hon. JESSE COLLINGS, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Coleniai Office Rt. Uon. Earl of ONSLow, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office Rt. Hon. Earl of HARDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Otfice——Kt. Hon. Lord RAGLAN. 
Parliamenta:y Secretary to the Board of Trade it. Hou. Earl of DUDLEY. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board——J. GRANT LAwson, Esq., M.P- 
Financial Secretary, War Office Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. Bb. FINLAy, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Kt. Hon. E. Carson K.C. M.P. 





























vi HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE—(Cont.) 
OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Judge Advocate-General--—Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. Jeunz, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce, 
and Admiralty Division. 


Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Earl of Clarendon. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Sir A. AcLANv-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 
Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEmBrokE AND Montcomery, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of Portnanp, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General——His Grace the Duke of MARLBorovGH. 
Comptroller of the Household——Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household——Victor C. W. Cavenpisu, Esq., M.P. 
Master of the Buckhounds——Right Hon. Lord Cursuam. 
Captain Yeomen of the Giuard——Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 

/Rt. Hon, Earl of Kintore, G.C.M.G. 

| Rt. Hon. Earl of Dennicn. 

| Rt. Hon. Lord Cuurcuint, K.C.V.O. 
a a re } Rt. Hon. Earl Hower. 
ven ‘i 5 ) Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 

Rt. Hon. Lord Bacor. 


Rt. Hon. Lord Surrrenp, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 
\Rt. Hon. Lord Kenyon. 
SCOTLAND. 
Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——Rt. Hon. Lord BAtrour or BuRLercu. 
Lord Justice-General—— Rt. Hon. J. b. Ba.rour. 


Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. A. GraHAM Murray, K.C., M.P. 

Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord Kinxspurcn, C.B. 

Lord Clerk Register—-—His Grace the Duke of Montrose, K.T. 
Lord High Commissioner——Rt. Hon. Earl of LeEveN anp MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General -—Cuak.es Scotr Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 


IRELAND. 
Lord Lieutenant—-— Rt. Hon. Earl Capocax, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord AsipouRNe. 
Chief Secretary——Rt. Hon. Geonce Wynpuam, M.P. 
Under Secretary——Rt. Hon. Sir Davip Harnre., K.C.B., K.C.V.O. 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction——President : The Rt. Hon. the Ciler 


SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. Horace PLUNKETT. 
Attorney-General—— Rt. Hon. J. Atkrysox, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——G ro. Wricut, Esq., K.C. 


Chairman of Committees--—Rt. Hon. Earl of Morey. 

Clerk of Parliaments——Henry J. L. Granam, Esq., C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. Tuestcer, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees——Epwarp HALL ALDERSON, Esq. 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees——ALBERT Gray, Esq, 

Chief Clerk and Taxing Otiicer of Private Bill Costs——R. W. Monro, Esq. 

Clerk of Public BillS——A. Harrison, Esq. 

Senior Clerks—— 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office——C. L. ANsTRUTHER, Esq. 
Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——J. F. 

SKENE, Esy. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. A. Leicn, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private Committees——J. F. Symons JeunE, Esq. 

Other Clerks——W. H. Hamitron Gorpon, Esq.; C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq. (Clerk attending 
the Table); Hon. A. McDonnetL, A. H. Roptnsox, Esq. (Clerk of Private Bills) ; 
H. P. St. Joun, Esq.; V. M. Brppunpu, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. Stoxor; H. J. F. BApELey, 
he ; C. Heapiam, Esq. ; J. B. Horuam, Esq. ; E. C. Vicors, Esq. ; and A. Tennyson, 
48q. 

Accountant——-G. FuLKEs, Esq. 

Copyist—— Mr. 'T. A. Court; Assistant Copyist —— Mr. H. P. Norris. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. A. Worreti, C. E. Cuizuert, A. M. Stott, J. W. F. Locke, 
J. MceMinvay, G. Bexsert, G. T. Purr. 

Librarian S. ARTHUR Strona, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian——A. H. M. Butier, Esq. 

Attendant——Mr, W. WorreELL. 

we oe ee Orders——C. W. Campion, Esq.; J. F. Symons Jeune, Esq. ; Clerk 
——b. H. Fix, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod~-—Gen. Sir Michael A. S. Bippuupn, G.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher——Captain T. D. Burner. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLEETwoop I. Epwarps, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 

Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. Hanp, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent—— J. K. Witiiams, Esq. 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.) vii 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Cont.) 


W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F, HOLMAN. 

Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 

Second Class Assistants Messrs. B. GALLOP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. Storr. 

Third Class Assistants Messrs. J. WooLAcoTt, A. A. EpNEY, J. F. BAuM. 

Messengers Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. Forsytu, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLIPS, 
W. W. MEATEs. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. W. CAssBon. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords Mr. 'T. KENDRICK. 

Clerk of the Works, Houses of Parliament——Mr. C. J. WILLIAMS. 

fesident Engineer - a si ——Mr. A. P. PATEY. 





Shorthand Writer 
Principal Doorkeepers 
First Class Assistants 




















PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Sir COURTNEY PEREGRINE ILbERT, K.C.S.1., C.LE. 








Clerk of the House of Commons 
Clerk- Assistant 
Second Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 
Principal Clerks 

Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees W. GIBBONS, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals W. H. Ley, Esq. 

Committee Office R. DICKINSON, Esq. 

Private Bill Office——J. H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks —F. St. GrorGr Tupper, Esq. ; H. C. Tower, Esq.; C. V. Frere, Esq. ; 
L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. ; Sir E. H. DoyLn, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; ARTHUR I DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HOWE BROWNE, 
Esq.; HorAcE West, Esq.; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq.; ARTHUR H. ELLIs, Esq. ; 
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W.'T. LEGGE, Esg.; C. R. TURNER, Esq.; W. K. Gibsons, Esq.; A. E. A. W. SMYTH, Esq ; 
K. J. C. Moorsom, Esq. 

Serjeant-at-Arms H. D. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Deputy Serjeant F. R. Gosset, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Chaplain to the House—— Rev. Archdeacon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——EDWARD GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the ——- Sir E. CHANDOs LeIcu, K.C., K.C.B. 

Trainbearer——Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Bills C. L. Lockton, Esq. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 131m MAY, 1902. 


Handley Carr Glyn, Lord Bishop of Durham, was (in the usual manner) 
introduced aid ed ae ne ‘eh +m ata ove 


The Viscount Melville took the Oath ... ona rv sia ar 1 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Par- 
liaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with :— 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Steam Vessels). 

Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock (South 
Yorkshire Extension Lines). 

Preston Corporation. 


And also the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied with :— 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, &c.) | H.L. ]. 
Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (Swansea United 
District) (No. 2) [H.1.]. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table’... mS ies ty, 1 


STANDING OrpERS CoMMITTEE.—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the petition for a Bill by the Barrow Hematite 
Steel Company, Limited, ought to be dispensed with, and leave given to 
introduce the Bill. 


That the further Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the 
Nottingham and Retford Railway Bill ought to be dispensed with and the 
Bill allowed to proceed, subject to the consent of the Duke of Neweastle 
being proved before the Committee on the Bill. 


Read, and agreed to... a. ve iad es i ih aa 2 
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Hastings Harbour District Railway naan ¢ of desea Bill cane }— 


Reported, with an Amendment 


Fareham Gas Bill; Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill— 
The King’s consent signified ; and Bills reported, without Amendment 


Omagh Urban District Gas Bill; Liverpool Cathedral Bill [11.1.] ; Imperial 
Institute Bill [1...].—Reported, with Amendment ... a aa ee 


Southport and Lytham Tramroad Bill; Birkenhead Corporation Bill ; 
Brynmawr and Western Valleys Railway '(Vesting) Bill ; Caledonian Rail- 
way Bill ; Cavehill and Whitew ell Tramways Bill.—Read 2", and committed ; 
the Committees to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Dartford Improvement Bill.— lead 2", and committed 


North British Railway (General Powers) Bill.— Read 2", and committed ; 
the Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Salen ction a 


North British Railway (Steam Vessels) Biil.—Read 2", and committed 


Salford Corporation Bill.—Read 2", and committed ; the Committee to be 
proposed hy the Committee of Selection id He ey we 


Great Eastern Railway Bill.—Read 3", and passed ... 


South-Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Ratiwage Bill “7 L. “I 


Read 3°, and passed, and sent to the Commons 


Electric Lighting entemnall Orders oo a Bill.— Brought from the 


Commons 


Dublin Ports and Docks Board Bill; Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail- 
way Bill; Great Northern Railway (No. 1) Bill; Midland Railway (Steam 
Vessels) Bill; West Gloucestershire Water Bill ; Whitechapel and Bow 
Railway Bill; Brought from the Commons ; read 1"; and referred to the 
Examiners 


North Warwickshire Water Bill.—Ieturned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to ; a Ss 


Wrexham District Tramways Bill eat Reported from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments sia : ee Me sia la 


Charing Cross, Hammersmith, and District Electric Railway (No. 1) 
Bill [#.1.].—Charing Cross, Hammersmith, and District Electric Railway 
(No. 2) Bill [11..].—Report from the Select Committee, That it is not expe- 
dient to proceed further with the Bills ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table 


Dover Harbour Bill [H.1. ].—Report from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the oppo- 
sition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The orders made on the 13th of Febraary and 25th of April last 
discharged, and Bill committed 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No.1) Bill.—House in Com- 
mittee (according to order). Bill reported without Amendment. Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3° on Thursday next “ 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—Read 1*; to he 


printed ; and referred to the Examiners. (No. 73) 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

LAND Recistry (LAND TRANSFER ACTS, 1875-1897).—Report of the Registrar 
of the Land Registry on the first three years (1899, 1900, 1901) of the 
work of constructing a general register of title for the County of London 

ARMY (MEDICAL DEPARTMENT).—Report for the year 1900 


Factory AND WorksHop.—Annual Report of the Chief Inspector of Factories 
and Workshops, for the year 1901; Part I. Reports as its 


NAVIGATION AND Suippinc.—Annual Statement of Navigation and Shipping 
of the United Kingdom for the year 1901... nr ins ee ee 


EXPLOSIVES (ACCIDENT AT THE BLENHFIM ENGINEERING COMPANY’S FACTORY, 
GREENWICH MARSHES).—Report to the right hon. the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department by Captain J. H. Thomson, His Majesty’s Chief 
Inspector of Explosives, on the circumstances attending an accident which 
occurred in the drying house for coloured stars at the factory of the Blen- 
heim Engineering Company, Limited, at Tunnel Lane, Greenwich Marshes, 
on the 25th March, 1902. 


Presented [by Command] ; and ordered to lie on the Table 


County Courts Cee Bill pe ].—Read 3°, and passed, and sent to 
the Commons ee oo nee ee rash ae 


CHARGES AGAINST THE POLICE. 


Earl Russell 
Lord Belper 


CELLLUOID. 


Lord Saltoun as me ae ‘a 
Lord Belper 


FRANCE AND SIAM. 
Lord Lamington... 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Salishury) 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes past Five o'clock, to Thursday 
next, half-past Ten o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 131 MAY, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLs Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CompLiep WiTH).—NMr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz. :— 


Bradford Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, that the Bill be read a second time 


Chard Gas Bill; Great Central Railway Bill—Read the third time, and 
passed 


London and South-Western Railway Bill [Lorps}.—Strect Urban 
District Council Water Bill |Lords].—As amended, considered; to be 
read a third time ree -_ tee oe ae: zee 


Tiverton Market Bill [Lorps).—Read a second time and committed 


Richmond Hill (Preservation of View) Bill | By Orprr).—Considering, as 
amended, postponed, under Order [lst May), till Tuesday, 27th May, by 
the Chairman of Ways and Means , sa ae - eae 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) om. —As amended, con- 


sidered ; to be read the third time tomorrow 


Land Drainage Provisional Order Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 5) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill.— 
Read a second time, and committed “ 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRoviISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4).—Bill to con- 
firm certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for Ireland, 
relating to the rural districts of Bantry and Mountmellick, the Port of 
Galway, and the Richmond Lunatie Asylum District, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Attorney General for Ireland and Mr, Wy ‘ndham 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRovisioNAL OrDER (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLAssEs) (No. 2).—Bill to confirm a Provisional Order of the Local 
Government Board for Ireland relating to the urban district of Blackrock, 


ordered to be brought in by Mr. Attorney General for Ireland and Mr. 
Wyndham 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PRovIsIONAL OrpeERS (No. 13).—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Barry, 
Sromsgrove (Rural), Caerphilly, Chiswick, Middleton, and Oakengates, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Grant Lawson and Mr. Walter Long 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—-“‘To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for Ireland re- 
lating to the rural districts of Bantry and Mountmellick, the Port of 
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Galway, and the Richmond Lunatic Asylum District,” presented and read 
the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 204] 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (Housing of Working 
Classes) (No. 2) Bill.—‘‘To contirm a Provisional Order of the Local 
Government Board for Ireland relating to the urban district of Blackrock,” 
presented, and read the first time; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 205] 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill.—‘“ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Barry, 
Bromsgrove (Rural), Caerphilly, Chiswick, Middleton, and Oakengates,” 
presented, and read the first time; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 206] ... 


West Ham Corporation Bill.Reported, with Amendments ; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed ees des Si on sis 


Private Bitts (Group H).—Mr. Heywoop JOHNSTONE reported from the 
Committee on Group H of Private Bills, That, for the convenience of 
— the Committee had adjourned till Tuesday, 27th May, at half-past 
“leven of the clock 


Xeport to lie upon the Table 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lonps.—-That they have agreed to— 
Dundee Corporation Libraries Order Confirmation Bill, 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill, 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill, 
Barking Gas Bill, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply Bill, without Amendment, 
Cornwall Electric Power Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “‘ An Act to empower the Wear- 
dale and Shildon District Waterworks Company to construct additional 
works and tO raise additional capital ; and for other purposes.” | Weardale 
and Shildon District Water Bill (Lords). | 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to empower the Northern Counties 
Electricity Supply Company, Limited, to construct tramways and tramroads 
from Morpeth to Bedlington and Ashington to Newbiggin ; to make certain 
street widenings; and for other purposes.” {Northumberland Electric 
Tramways Bill (Lords). | 


And also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to enable the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Citizens of the city and county of Neweastle-upon-Tyne to construct 
additional tramways in and adjacent to the City ; and for other purposes.” 
[Neweastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Tramways Bill (Lords) | 


Weardale and Shildon District Water Bill [Lorps]; Northumberland 
Electric Tramways Bill [Lords]; Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Tram- 


ways Bill [Lords].—Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills... si me ae on 
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PETITIONS. 


Epucation (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BiLt.—Petitions against: From Hexham ; 
Dawley ; and Felling ; to lie upon the Table 


EpucaTion (ENGLAND AND WALES) Bitu.—Petitions for alteration: From 
Ashton-in- Makerfield and Birmingham ; to lie upon the Table 


EpucatTion (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petition from Leeds, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table oe sis ina +s ins fas i 


FinANcCE BiL_.—Two petitions from Glasgow, for alteration ; to lie upon the 
Table ae bus eS 


LIcENSING BiLL.—Petitions in favour: From Dulwich; Farnworth ; Hampstead ; 
and Westminster ; to lie upon the Table ‘ on pies 


LocAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BiLu.—Petition from Camber- 
well, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DecEASED Wire's Sister Br_u.—Petitions against : From 
Markbeech ; Tonbridge ; and Chiswick ; to lie upon the Table 


PiuMBERS’ REGISTRATION BiL_.—Petition from Leeds, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table re 


Roman CaTHoiic UNIVeRsity IN IRELAND.— Petitions against establishment : 
From Rothesay and Broughty Ferry ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQuoRS ON SUNDAY BiLi.—Petitions in favour: From 
Swansea ; Hanwell; and Idle (three) ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE oF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL AND LICENSING BILL. 
Petition from Rochdale, in favour ; to lie wpon the Table 


SunpDAyY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BrLi.—Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table ... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Factories AND WorksHops.—Copy presented, or Report of the Chief Inspector 
for 1901, Part L, Reports [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ‘ 


ExpLostons (ACCIDENT AT THE BLENHEIM ENGINEFERING CoMPANY’S Factory, 
GREENWICH MAnstEs).—-Copy presented, of Report by Captain J. W. 
Thomson, His Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Explosives, to the right hon. 
the Seeretary of State for the Home Department, on the circumstances 
attending an accident which occurred in the drying house for coloured 
stars at the factory of the Blenheim Engineering Company, Limited, at 
Tunnel Lane, Greenwich Marshes, on the 25th March, 1902 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table ; ni ed uae _ 


NAVIGATION AND SHIPPING.—Copy presented, of Annual Statement of Naviga- 
tion and Shipping of the United Kingdom for the year 1901 [by Command) ; 
to lie upon the Table sa 
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Navy (Surps’ BotLers).—Return ordered, “ showing comparison between ships 
with Scotch boilers and those fitted with water-tube boilers, in the following 








form— 
rem aoe wna ee 
Ships Fitted wit’) Scotch Boilers. Ships Fitted with Water-tube Boilers. 


| Total cost incurred for 
Date of | Period repairs sines first 

first ‘actually Commission. 
Com- |in Com- 


Total cost incurred for 
Date of | Period repairs since first 
tirst (actually Counission. 
Com- jin Com 


Class and 
name of 


Class and 
name of 


Ship. + see Abrce Ship. Pres Mae ivindeaiesiinamaen 
hip mission. |imission. hil mission. mission.| 
> . . ot) | | . . . lev 
j Engines. Boilers. Total. | Engines.' Boilers. | Total. 
} | 
é ae I a - | 
| Bee. | eo |" 
| at | | a! } 
iene | cana | 


Return to include all the following ships and classes—‘ Minerva’ class, 
‘Majestic’ class, ‘Renown,’ ‘ Diadem’ class, ‘Royal Arthur,’ ‘ Pelorus’ 
class, ‘Apollo’ class, ‘ Highflyer’ class, ‘Canopus’ class, ‘Cressy’ class, 
and ‘ Powerful’ class.”—( Lord Charles Beresford) oe <n xe ii 23 


East INDIA (FINANCIAL STATEMENT).—Address for “ Copy of the Indian Finan- 
cial Statement for 1902-3, and of the Proceedings of the Legislative Council ° 
of the Governor General thereon.” —(Sir Henry Fowler) ae i ‘ce ee 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS CIRCULATED IVITH THE VOTES. 


CARLOWAY AND STORNOWAY Roap.—-Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, Scottish Office a Re oes a sails dss on, paw 


DincwaLi_-Cromartry Ligur Rattway.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Board 
of Trade eas ere tin ee ia ae — Las Hes 24 


Scortisnh Harnours—GRANTS-IN-AID.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Board of 
Trade ae aa a ae 24 


Companies AcT, 1862—INQUIRIES UNDER SECTION 56.—Question, Lieut.-Colonel 
Pryce-Jones (Montgomery Boroughs) ; Answer, Board of Trade... we ae 


) 


Port oF LoNpoN CoMMIsston.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal, N.) ; 
Answer, Post Office ie eae me ae ae Por re --» 26 


Pusiic Use or Post Orrick Directory ix Post Orrices.—Question, Mr. 
Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland); Answer, Post Otftlice ae ote 25 


CARNDONAGH MAIL SERVICE. —Question, Mr, O'Doherty (Donegal, N.) ; Answer, 
Post Oftice ee Re si Sala aie nae Kiel ite pets 26 


Civit Servick—O Lp Assistant CLERKS.—Question, Capt. Norton (Newington, 


W.); Answer, ‘Treasury 27 
House oF ComMoONS REFRESHMENT DEPARTMENT — LEADLESS GLAZE 

CROCKERY.—Question, Mr. Talbot (Oxford University); Answer, Office of 

Works ti eet ake ae aa 5 ; Sa es 27 
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CoRONATION CEREMONY—PROTECTION OF WESTMINSTER ABBEY AGAINST 
FireE.—Question, Mr. Talbot ; Answer, Office of Works... bap a. ae 
Catcutra CURRENCY OFFICE.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, India Office ... 28 
DARJEELING MUNICIPALITY.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Irish Oflice —— 


County CAVAN AGRICULTURAL AND TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION GRANT, 
Question, Mr. M‘Govern (Cavan, W.) ; Answer, Irish Oftice Se ae 


MoniveaA (GaLway) Scnoot—Crocuet CrLass.—Question, Mr. Boland 
(Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, Irish Office ie se oe a ane = ae 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


AUSTRALIAN IMMIGRATION RESTRICTION ACT.—Question, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur 
(Liverpool Exchange) ; Answer, ‘The Under Secretary of State for ‘Foreign 
Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) . on ie ns os 30 


OFFICE OF WorkKS EMPLOYEES AND THE CoRONATION.—Question, Mr. Lough 
(Islington, W.); Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers- 


Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine)... ies es sas oe “ee ais 
IrisH TELEGRAPH MESSENGERS’ Boot CoNnTRACT.—Question, Mr. Nannetti 

(Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasur Vv 

(Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, FE.) oe ‘Sie _— <a, on 


IsLAND MoRE AND THE SCARIFF WATER SCHEME.—Question, Mr. P. J. O’Brien 
(Tipperary, N. ) ene The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, 
Dover) ... = are aoe es ae ma <a io of 


Ex-SERGEANT SHERIDAN, Roya Irtsit CoNsTABULARY.—Question, Mr. Delany 
(Queens County, Ossory) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... = eau eis 32 


IrisH Lanp Court VALUERS AND THE KELP INDUstTrY.—Question, Mr. Delany ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘ais iis oe Pa xe at ie 33 


DuNGANNON LAND Covurt.—Question, Mr. Doogan aya E Ds Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ae hes rate a ‘ . ae 34 


Inuicit STILLS IN County MaAyo.—Question, Mr. Dillon iia E.) ; dies 
Mr. Wyndham ... ein os sin ah in. 


LONDONDERRY Prison WARDERS.—Question, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; : 
Mr. Wyndham ... sai a ies ov ae is -. 34 


West InpIAN DisASTER—GOVERNMENT RELIEF MEASURES.—Question, Mr. 
Dillon ; Answer, The First Lord of the ssseaied (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) .. ied <a ane ‘ get dea soo |©=— 


NEW BILL, 
Merchant Shipping (Lighthouses) Bill.“ ‘To amend the Law with regard 


to Lighthouses and to abolish Light Dues,” presented by Mr. Charles 
M‘ Arthur, under Standing Order 31: supported by Colonel Denny, Sir 
Francis Evans, Mr. Field, Sir William Houldsworth, Sir John Leng, Mr. 
Macartney, Mr. Nicol, Mr. T. P. O'Connor, Mr. Renwick, Colonel Ropner, 

and Mr. Charles H. Wilson ; to be read a second time upon Friday, 30th 


May, and to be printed. [ Bill 207. | 
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Finance Bill—Srconp Reapinc—Seconp Day's Depate.—Order read for 
resuming adjourned debate on Amendment proposed to Question [12th 
May], “ “That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Which Amendment was— 


“To leave out from the word ‘That’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words ‘this House declines to impose Customs 
duties upon grain, flour, and other articles of the first necessity for 
the food of the people.”—(Sir William Harcourt.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand 


part of the Question.” 


Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) - oe sé ide 
The Financial Secretary to the Ti — (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 


Worcestershire, E.) 


Mr. John Redmond (W aterford) 


Mr. Elliot (Durham) 
Mr. Black (Banffshire) 


Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) .. 
Mr. Logan (Leicestershire Har borough) 


Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) . 


Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries ‘Burghs) 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 


Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, W ansbeck)... 
Mr. J. W. Wilson (Worcestershire, W.) 


Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) . 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the debate was suspended until 


the Evening Sitting. 


" EVENING SITTING. 


-. 


Finance Bill.—Adjourned Debate on Amendment to Second Reading ~~ 


May |—continued. 


Mr. George Whiteley 


Mr. Holland (Yorkshire, W. R. a Rotherham) 


Mr. Knowles (Salford, W.)... 


Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, EB) 
Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) ; 
Mr. Charles Allen (Gloucestershire, Strowl) 


Mr. Bell (Deby) 
Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury) 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E. ) 


Question put, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 


Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 296 ; Noes, 188. Division List No. 169. 


Main Question again proposed. 


Motion made, and en, 
adjourned.” —(Mr. Joseph hi 


VOL. CVIII. [Fourtu SEri&s.] 





roposed, 


alton.) 


“That the Debate be now 
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Mr. A. J. Balfour .. ‘ an sis ee sais ie .- 163 
Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman ‘ie _ sit es ae .. 164 
Sir M. Hicks Beach aa a bas on +e we ... 165 
Sir William Harcourt as ina Jas in ons a“ .. 166 


Question put and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed tomorrow. 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors (Licences) (Ireland) Bill. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Mr. Clancy (Dublin Co., N.) jun ya im a os .. 167 
Mr. T. W. Tussell (Tyrone, 8S.) ... ree sie as Aol .. 167 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for Monday, 26th May. 


Commons. 


Ordered, that a Select Committee be appointed to consider every 
Report made by the Board of Agriculture certifying the expediency of any 
Provisional Order for the enclosure or regulation of a common, and pre- 
sented to the House during the last or present sessions, before a Bill be 
brought in for the confirmation of such Order. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Committee that they have 
power, in respect of each such Provisional Order to inquire and report to 
the House whether the same should be confirmed by Parliament ; and, if so, 
whether with or without modification, and in the event of their being of 
opinion that the same should not be confirmed, except subject to 
modifications, to report such modifications accordingly with a view to 
such Provisional Order being remitted to the Board ot Agriculture. 


Ordered, That the Committee do consist of twelve members ; seven to 
be nominated by the House, and five by the Committee of Selection. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
and records. 


Ordered, That five be the quorum.—(Sir Villiam Walrond.) ... ... 168 


Adjourned at a quarter before One o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 14TH MAY, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Garston and District Tramways and mieatate Supply acmeenesd = a 
Read the third time, and passed ‘ 169 
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Buxton Urban District reamed Bill ar —Read a second time, and 
committed Zs 


Electric Lighting woavireanes heaaees ™ 1) - —Read the third oom 
and passed a 


Pier AND Harsour ProvisionAL Orpers (No. 1).—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders by the Board of Trade under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Drogheda, Wexford, and Wicklow, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL OrpDERS (No. 2). — Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier 
and Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Brownies Taing and St. Margaret’s 
Hope, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL OrDERS (No. 14).—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to the Burley- 
in- Wharfedale and Menston, the Hanley, Stoke, and Fenton, the North 
Staffordshire, the Tunbridge Wells, Tonbridge, and Southborough, and the 
Waltham United Districts, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Grant Lawson 

and Mr. Walter Long ... 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—‘“ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier 
and Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Drogheda, Wexford, and Wicklow,” 
presented, and read the first time; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 208] ... 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—‘“ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier 
and Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Brownies Taing and St. Margaret’s 
Hope,” presented, and read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 209] 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill.—“ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to the Burley- 
in-Wharfedale and Menston, the Hanley, Stoke, and Fenton, the North 
Staffordshire, the Tunbridge Wells, Tonbridge, and Southborough, and the 
Waltham United Districts,” presented, and read the first time ; to be re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 21¢] ‘ae 


Deal and Walmer Gas Bill em — Reported, without Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed me so , 


Bill to be read the third time ... 


PETITIONS. 


Ciuss RecistRATION (ScoTLAND) BiLt.— Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table . is sabe ‘ 


EpucaTION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL..—Petitions against : From as 
Worsley ; Sunderland ; and Ashby ; to lie upon “the Table 
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EpucaTion (ENGLAND AND WALES) Bi_i.—Petitions for alteration: From 
Whitby and Leeds ; to lie upon the Table 


Grocers’ Licences (ScOTLAND) BiLt.—Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table in , ; ; 


INFANT LiFe Protection Act (1897) AMENDMENT BiLL.—Pctition from Bristol, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table ‘0 ies ‘ : 


LicENsING Bitt.—Petitions in favour: From Hay ; Pendlebury ; and Urmston ; 
to lie upon the Table ... ave oes web js eas ane ia 


Liquor Trarric Loca Veto (ScoTLaND) BiLi.—Petition from Glasgow, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ... wi nis wok obs Sot ose 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’s SISTER BiLL.—Petitions against : From 
East Grafton and Clapham ; to lie upon the Table ... . 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL.—Petition from Poplar, against ; to lie upon the 
Table per ees ws os sont : 


RomAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND.—Petition from Montrose, against 
establishment ; to lie upon the Table ae 

SALE oF INTOXICATING Liquors ON SUNDAY BiLL.—Petitions in favour: from 

Eastbourne and Duns ; to lie upon the Table 





SunDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petition from Glasgow, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table wa ‘am ‘ ‘ pe 


TRADE Disputes Bitt.—Petition from London, against ; to lie upon the Table 


VACCINATION BiLt.—Petition from Crook, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND AND WALES).—Copy presented, of Judicial 
Statistics for England and Wales, 1900, Part II. (Civil Judicial Statistics), 
edited by John Macdonell, Esq., C.B., Master of the Supreme Court [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table... ose ava ‘ie ove oe 


PoLLinG Districts (CouNTY OF NorTHAMPTON).—Copy presented, of Order 
made by the County Council of the County of Northampton, altering certain 
Polling. Districts in the Southern Parliamentary Division [by Act], to lie 
upon the Table ... +“ oe on ao ‘ae pas = sas 


Factory AND WorksHop Acts—Five Hours Spett tn Hostery Factories.— 
Copy presented, of Order, dated 12th May, 1902, made by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department in pursuance of Section 39 of the Factory 
and Workshop Act, 1901, extending to Hosiery Factories the exception by 
which a woman, young person, or child, may be employed continuously for 
five hours, and also directing that in the case of Hosiery Factories the 
exception shall not be limited to certain months of the year [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table eh ons oan hoe oo so an ‘us 
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PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE Marxks.—Copy presented, of Nineteenth 
Report of the Comptroller General of Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks, 
with Appendices, for the suai 1901 [by pee to lie — the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 178.] ; ove 


BoarD or Epucation.—Copy presented, of Model Course of Physical Training 
for use in the upper Departments of Public Elementary oe, | 1901 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table ‘ ane . 


TECHNICAL INsTRUCTION Act, 1889.—Copy presented, of Minute sanctioning 
the Subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the Act, for the — of 
Buckingham (Ninth Minute) [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


TECHNICAL INstrUCTION Act, 1889.—Copy presented, of Minute sanctioning 
the Subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the Act, for the aye of 
Dorset (Fourth Minute) | [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


NATIONAL Portrait GALLERY.—Copy presented, of Forty-fifth Annual Report 
of the Trustees of the National Portrait Gallery, 1901— ae vei ; 
to lie upon the Table ” a ; 


CABLE CoMMUNICATIONS.—Copy presented, of Minutes of Evidence taken before 
the Inter - Departmental Committee on Cable Communications [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table one ‘ 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SeErtes).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2,790 to 2,794 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table bis win ns sie faa ois - 


EMIGRATION AND IMMIGRATION.—Copy ordered, “of Statistical Tables relating 
to Emigration and Immigration from and into the United Kingdom in the 
year 1901 and Report to the Board of Trade thereon.”—(Mr. Gerald 


palfour.)... 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


BoarD OF EpvcaTION—SENIOR ASSISTANT CLERKS.—Question, Mr. Claude ~_ 
(Shoreditch, Hoxton) ; Answer, Treasury - ; 


LIMERICK AND Kerry MArts.—Question, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; Answer, Post 


CAITHNESS MEDICAL OFFICER.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross, Cromarty) ; Answer, 
Scottish Office ... jou oe on ioe Si rae as cad 


INTERMENTS IN Crorrinc Countirs—DErATH CERTIFICATES.—Question, Mr. 
Weir; Answer, Scottish Office... a oa6 ie bo aa 


SrockHoLM SkA FisHERtES CoNFERENCE—ReEportT.—Question, Sir John Tuke 
(Edinburgh, St. Andrews’ Universities) ; Answer, Board of Trade ... ss 
Licut Ramways Brii.—Question, Mr. Bill (Staffordshire, Leek) ; Answer, Board 
of Trade ... id ss a ie aa ere a ae 


Convict Prisons—CIVIL AND MILITARY ance —Question, Mr. nase Hay ; 
Answer, Home Office... we ils on ose sis 
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INDIA—GOVERNMENT PURCHASES OF SILVER. eS Mr. Field aierinee St. 
Patrick) ; Answer, India Office ne one > ses 


Lucknow MILiTAary HosPirAL—SPeEcitAL WARDS. pseu Weir ; Answer, 





India Office en ihe me Bie sid 
DARJEELING MuNicIPAL CouNciIL—EXxCLUSION OF REPORTERS.—Question, Mr. 
Weir ; Answer, India Office... 3 oe Se ait <a i 


DipLoMATIC SERVICE—APPOINTMENTS.—Question, Mr. Murray (Coventry) ; 
Answer, Foreign Office ... me i ‘a ene os ane 





EDUCATION oF SCHEDULE VII.—Question, Lord Edmund 
Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, Cricklade) ; Answer, Board of Education ... 


TETBURY UNION WorkKHOUSE.—Question, Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice; Answer, 
Local Government Board We ca is is as 


IrtIsH LAND CoMMIsSION—ENNISKILLEN UNION CASES. —Question, Mr. M’Govern 
(Cavan, W.) ; Answer, Irish Oftice pers yee ja ae 


Army CONTRACTS IN BERMUDA—AMERICAN FLour.—Question, General Laurie 
(Pembroke and Haverfordwest) ; Answer, War Office 


VOLUNTEERS AT THE CORONATION.—Question, Col. Lucas (Suffolk, Low oars 
Answer, War Office Fe ios ia otis se ira 


EDUCATION IN BEDFORD—HArRPEr’s CHARITY.-—Question, Mr. Pym (Bedford) ; 
Answer, Treasury rn - isn sae sek re es 


VUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Soutu ArricAn CompANy—Mr. BeErt’s APPOINTMENT AS DIRECTOR.—Question, 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Bir mingham, W.) ‘ ans oi ins 


EXTENSION OF NATAL DOUNDARIES.—Question, Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, 
Leigh); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... ; se oe ; 


Mrs. STEYN.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8S.) ; Answer, The Secre- 
tary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


Mrs. CuristiAN DE Wet.—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill and Mr. C. P. 
Scott ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


Mr. CARTWRIGHT.—Questions, Mr. John Morley (Montrose Burghs), Mr. C. P. 
Seott and Mr. John Ellis (Centinghemaiton sapiens Answers, Mr. 
Brodrick ee ; ‘ és +aé nF 


TREATMENT OF MILITARY PRISONERS.—Question, Mr. Claude Hay stems 
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ADMIRALTY TRANSPORT AGREEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur (Liver- 
pool Exchange); Answer, The Secretary to the ew ms Arnold- 
Forster, Belfast, W.) 


ADMIRALTY WORKMEN AND THE CORONATION HOLIDAy.—Question, Mr. nan 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster abs aes aly ois. ae : 


New HeEsripes—NaAvaL ComMission.—Question, Mr. Parker (Gravesend) ; 
Answer, The ee of State for sities Affairs aaa Cranborne, 
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Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


PUBLIC HOUSES AND THE CORONATION.—Question, Mr. Broadhurst pieneiaaa 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie hin ene sete nn ei oe 


Boys IN THE MERCANTILE MARINE.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade ne 
Gerald Balfour, Leeds Central : ; oe ‘ : 


PAuPER CHILDREN IN RoMAN CATHOLIC SCHOOLS—MAINTENANCE RarteEs.—- 
Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork Co. N.); Answer, The Secretary to the Local 
Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) . 


CORONATION CELEBRATION—EXPENSES OF LocAL AUTHORITIES.—Question, 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.); Answer, Mr. Grant Lawson 


Ir1sH LocaL TAXATION. —Question, Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh (Leitrim, N.) ; cm, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover)... sn ‘ 


GRANTS IN AID For Ir1sH LocAL GOVERNMENT. actin Mr. P. A. MS eet 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham Ate 


Irish MAtn RoaD MAINTENANCE. Tenuee Mr. P. A. es: Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... ses os ‘ ao oe ‘ . 


IMPRISONMENT FOR CONTEMPT OF CouRT.—Questions, Mr. P. A. M‘ seni Mr. 
Tully (Leitrim 8.) and Mr. Dillon ; Answers, Mr. Wy niko 


RicHMonD AsyLUM.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


CoMPENSATIONS FoR MALicious INJuRY.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham nee Ms ne ; oe 


KILKELLY DISPENSARY MupwIFE. ~- Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham bi ‘as ee me ss pad ‘- wd 


Unitep Irish LEAGUE—SHANDRUM Brancu.—Question, Mr. Flynn ; Answer, 
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IrIsH LAND CourT ADMINISTRATION.—Question, Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham .. ‘ side ‘nt ao Pe : . ms 


BELFAST Puorestanr ASSOCIATION. — Questions, Mr. Delany (Queen’s Co. 
Ossory) and Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham... 


Limerick LAND CoMMISSION APPEALS, oe nin Mr. Lundon gente, E. 3 : 
Answer, Mr. Wy ndham ‘ a ‘ nore 


IrtsH LAW OFFICERS AND PRIVATE PRACTICE.—Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


TRANSFER OF BritisH Suips TO Foreign FLAGcs. — Question, Mr. ve 4 
Jones (Durham, N.W.); Answer, The First Lord of the re we 
J. Balfour, Manchester, E.)  .. eee 


ForEIGN OFFICE VOTE.—Question, Mr. Parker G ravesend) ; Answer, Mr. A. 
J. Balfour ni ws ‘ ws aes a os “ 


FREIGHTS ON BriTIsH Goops.—Questions, Sir Alfred Hickman (Wolverhampton 
W.) and Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S.W.); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 


SUGGESTED INTERNATIONAL’ CONFERENCE ON Bi-METALLISM.—Questions, Mr. 
Field and Mr. Flynn ; Answers, Mr. A.J. Balfour vd bina 


NATIONAL SoctrEty’s ScHOoLs.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts ee 
W.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour re hie ie ‘ 


VoLuNTARY ScHOOLS—SpEcIAL AID GRANT. he aeiig Mr. C. P. Scott; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour de bie ad * 


New Epvcation Birt—Lapsine Scnoor, Boarps. — Question, Mr. Wilson- 
Todd (Yorkshire, E.R., Howdenshire) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... 


BUSINESS OF THE Hovse.—Question Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs) ; Mr. John Redmond ning as and Mr. + Ne 4 Answers, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour . 


STANDING ComMMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’S PANEL.)—Sir James Fergusson reported 
from the Chairmen’s Panel ; That they had appointed Mr. ‘Stuart W ortley 
to act as Chairman of the Standing Committee for the consideration of Bills 
relating to Law, and Courts of J: istice, and Legal Procedure, in the place 
of Sir James Fergusson. 


Report to lie upon the Table ... ene se eco * ee ove eee 
NEW BILLS. 


Hospitals (Contributions) Bill—‘'To empower County Councils and other 
ocal authorities to make contributions to hospitals,” presented by Mr. 
Walter Long, under Standing Order 31 ; supported by Mr. Grant Lawson ; 
to be read a second time sit Monday, 26th May, and to be — ‘(Bill 


Local Government (Transfer of Powers) Bill.—‘‘ To amend Section 10 of 
The Local Government Act, 1888,” presented by Mr. Walter Long, under 
Standing Order 31 ; supported by Mr. Grant Lawson ; to be read a second 
tinié upon Motiday, 26th May, andl to te printed, [BIN 312 os 
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London Elections Bill —“ To provide for the making of certain alterations in 
electoral areas rendered expedient by the alteration of boundaries under 
The London Government Act, 1899, for simplifying the form of registers 
in London ; and for other purposes connected therewith,” presented by Mr. 
Walter Long, under Standing Order 31; supported by Mr. Grant Lawson ; 
to be read a second time upon Monday, 26th May, and to be printed. 


ae se an ae Gk ae 


Immoral Traffic (Scotland) Bill.—“ To make further provision for the punish- 
ment of persons trading in prostitution in Scotland,” presented by Mr. 
Cameron Corbett, under Standing Order 31; supported by Mr. Parker 
Smith and Mr. Crombie ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 27th 
May, and to be printed. [Bill 214] ... ee “ 


PRIVILEGE—LORD CHARLES BERESFORD AND THE ADMIRALTY.— 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ... sha re ee ise 
Lhe Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, 1.) 
Lord Charles Beresford, Woolwich) oak a on oe 


Finance Bill.—{Seconp Reapinc.|—Third Day’s Debate. 


Order read for resuming adjourned Debate on Main Question [15th 
May], “That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Question again proposed— 


Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley) ... 

Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) is 

Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ... ; 

Mr. James Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) 

Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) sibs ae ine sal 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, WV.) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 224; Noes, 134. (Division List No. 170.) 
Bill read a second time, and committed for Monday, 26th May. 
Loan Bill.—[{Sreconp REApING. |—Order for Second Reading read. 
Sir M. Hicks Beach ve ee oan wae ci ome 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(Sir M. Hicks Beach.) 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, BE.) ws owe ose ooo ooo ose 
Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words ‘this House disapproves of the raising of so 
large a sum by way of loan, in the absence of fuller and more detailed 
information than has been given to the House, as to the manner in 
which the money is to be expended and the grounds on which it is 
expected that large contributions towards the expenses of the war will 
be recovered from the annexed territories.’ ”—(A/r, Dillon.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


. Lough (Islington, wa ike ae sing wae tei wc. 263 
rt ay Hicks Beach és ae me, ia oie Sea .. 266 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 232 ; Noes, 109. (Division List No. 171.) 
Main Question put, “That the Bill be now read a second time.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 224 ; Noes, 102. (Division List No. 172). 
Bill read a second time, and committed for tomorrow. 


House adjourned at 7.40. 


EVENING SITTING. 


TRADE DispuTES—LEGAL PosITION OF TRADE UNIONS. 


Mr. Beaumont (Northumberland, Hea ‘aiid ed x sion xs Oe 
Mr, Bell (Derby) ... oy one ee nee <<. ee 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Legislation is necessary to 
. 2 © . “,* . ~ 2 
prevent workmen being placed by judge-made law in a position inferior 
to that intended by Parliament in 1875.” —(Mr. Beaumont.) 


Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire) nee wes ae sen =e w-« Be 
Mr. Wolff (Belfast, B.) 5c. see ase tense eee 804 


Amendment proposed — 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words, ‘This House declines to commit itself to 
fresh legislation on the subject of trade disputes until it is shown that 
the existing law does not sufficiently protect workmen in the exercise 
of their lawful rights.’ °—(Mr. Renshaw.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) ‘ oie .. 3805 
The Attorney General (Sir Iobert viata Inverness » Burgh) il ... 309 
Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) ... me i. $20 
Sir John Rolleston (Leicester) ann ro “on ani on --. $823 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) ae pis +e ee .. 324 
Mr, Asquith (Fife, E.) re 326 


The Secretary of State for the Home Department (J Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) .. 328 
Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 


The House divided : Ayes, 199; Noes, 177. (Division List, No. 173.) 
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Question put accordingly, ‘That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 174 ; Noes, 203, (Division List, No. 174.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


It being after Midnight, and objection being taken to further proceeding, 
the Debate stood “adjourned. 


Adjourned at half-past Twelve. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 15TH MAY, 1902. 


Eart or Leirrim.—Report made from the Lord Chancellor, that the right of 
Charles, Earl of Leitrim, to vote at the elections of Representative Peers 
for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table .. ind 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with :— 


Scarborough Tramways. 


And the Certficates that the further Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bill have not been complied with :— 


Halifax Corporation. 
Metropolitan District Railway. 
The same were ordered to lie on Table 

Barrow Hematite Steel Company, Limited, Bill [1.1.].—Presented 
(pursuant to leave given on Tuesday last): read 1*; and referred to the 
Examiners 

Devonport Corporation (Water) Bill [u.L.|; Saddleworth, Springhead, and 


Lees Tramways Bill ee eer from Select Committee, with 
Amendments 


Margate Corporation Water Bill [1.1.]; Leicester Corporation 'Bill [1.1]; 
Wigham Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Limpsfield and Oxted Water bill.—- 
Reported with Amendments ame ae sas we noe 


London School Board (Superannuation) Bill.— Reported without 
Amendment oF ae ae as ue ea a one 


Rathmines and Rathgar Urban District Council Bill. —Read 2" and com- 
mitted ; the Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Belfast Corporation Bill Read 2*, and committed 
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Renfrew none = Send Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons vs ast ai ies ‘ne - 


Chard Gas Bill; Garston and District Tramways and Electric Supply (Trans- 
fer) Bill ; Great Central and Midland Railw ays (South Yorkshire Railways) 
Bill ; Great Central Railw: ay Bill; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railw: ay 
(V. arious Pow ers) Bill; London County Council (General Powers) Bill ; 
North Metropolitan Tramw ays Bill; Yorkshire Corporation Bill. —Brought 
from the Commons; read 1*; and referred to the Examiners éve 


City and North East Suburban Electric Railway (No. 1) Bill [1.1.]; 
City and North-East Suburban Electric Railway (No. 2) Bill [HL ie 
Report from the Select Committee, That the promoters do not intend to 


proceed further with the Bills. Ordered that the Bills be not further pro- 
ceeded with in a = me bes with ee un 


Swansea Corporation Bill |1.t.] ; National Telephone Company (Kingston- 
upon-Hull) Bill |H.1.] ; Abercarn U rban District Gas Bill ; Broadstairs Gas 
Bill ; Clay Cross Railway Bill ; Newport Corporation Bill ; City of London 
(Spitalfields Market) Bill ; Commercial Gas Bill ; Great Western Railway 
(Crumlin Viaduct) Bill ; Midland Railway Bill.—Report from the Committee 
of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the House to form 
the Select Committee for the consideration of the said Bills ; viz.— 


V. Hill, 

L. Saltoun, 

L. Digby, 

lL, Hamilton of Dalzell, 

L. Hawkesbury (chairman) ; 


agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed accordingly : the Committee to 
meet on Wednesday the 4th of June next, at Eleven o'clock ; and all 
petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying 
to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also 
counsel for the Bills 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill.—Read 2" 
(according to order), and committed to a Committee of the Whole House 
Tomorrow 


Paisley Gas Frovisional noneed Ganmeneiion Bill [1.1.].—Read 2" 
(according to order) ae dee ee 


Local Government coer hamenes - a ane Read 3* according 
to Order, and passed me re 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—Brought from the 
Commons; read 1"; to be printed; and referred to the Examiners. 


(No. 74) 


ETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Navy (Water-Tube Boi_ers).—Letter from Messrs, Delaunay, Belleville, and 
Company, commenting cn the report of trials of H.M.S. “ Hyacinth” and 
H.M.S. “Minerva”... ist ae “is ole one ss obs 
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TRADE REPORTS : ANNUAL SERIES.— 


No. 2790. Germany (German Colonies) 

No. 2791. Morocco (Dar-al-Baida) 

No. 2792. Turkey (Erzeroum) 

No. 2793. Argentine Republic (Rosario) 

No. 2794. Portugal (Goa) 

No. 2795. China “(Hankow) 

No. 2796. Japan (South Formosa) 

No. 2797. China (Chinkiang) oss oie 

CaBLE CoMMUNICATION.—Minutes of Evidence taken before the Inter-Depart- 
mental Committee on Cable Communications pes . 


NATIONAL PorTRAIT GALLERY.—Forty-fifth Annual Report of the Trustees of 
the National Portrait Gallery, 1901-1902 ans . one 

JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND AND WALES) 1900 (Part II. Crvin Jupicran 
Civit Sratistics).—Statistics relating to the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council, the House of Lords, the Supreme Court of Judicature, 
County Courts, and other Civil Courts, edited th John Macdonell, Esquire, 
C.B., a Master of the Supreme Court .. ; ; 


MARRIAGES, BirtHs, AND DEATHS (ENGLAND AND WALES).—General Abstract 
for 1901. (March 30th.) 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... sai 

INDIA (PROGRESS AND CONDITION).—Statement exhibiting the moral and 
material progress and condition of India during the year 1900-1901. (Thirty- 
seventh number.) + pe can - i 


RAILWAY COMPANIES’ Powers Act, 1864.—Draft Certificate of the Board of 
Trade, authorising the Liskeard and Looe Railw: ay Company to raise 
additional capital 


Factory AND WorkKsHop (FivE Hours’ SPELL IN Hosrery Facrortes).— 
Order, dated 12th May, 1902, made by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, in pursuance of Section 39 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 
1901, extending to hosiery factories the exception by which a woman, 
young person, or child may ‘be employed continuously for five hours, and 
also directing that in the case of hosiery factories, the exception shall not 
be limited to certain months of the year ae ° 


Potuinc Districts (County or NorTHAMPTON).—Order made by the County 
Council of the County of Northampton, altering certain polling districts in 
the Southern Parliamentary Division ‘ pes we ae 


PATENTS, DesiGns, AND TRADE MArks.—Nineteenth Report of the Comptroller 
General of Patents, Designs, and Trade — with appendices, for the 
year 1901 vee at dos ose oi wos ee “ 


Commons Act, 1876.—Report, by the Board of Agriculture, upon an application 
for a Provisional Order for the regulation of the commons in the parishes 
of Chipping settee Old saarinaeas “and Little an in the sane of 
Gloucester . i 
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TECHNICAL INsTRUCTION AcT, 1889.—Minutes by the Board of Education 
sanctioning the subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the Act: (1) for 


the County of Dorset, 4th Minute ; (2) for the County of Buckingham, 9th 
Minute. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 345 
HousING OF THE WorkKiING CLAsses—JoInT ComMmiTTEE.—The Lord Sandhurst 


discharged from serving on the Joint Committee, and the Vicount Gordon 
(E. Aberdeen) named of the Committee in his place... sis sin w. «345 


LONDON UNDERGROUND RalILways. 
The Earl of Camperdown sii sie isi me on we = B45 


Moved to resolve, That the special clauses to be proposed with reference 
to the damage done by underground railways be submitted for consideration 
by the House, before being inserted in any Railway Bill.—(Zhe Earl of 
Camperdown). 


The Chairman of Committees (The Earl of a bes do .. B47 
The Earl of Camperdown ... san ve ... 348 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl Gi Halsbury) ~~ ie .. 349 
The Earl of Camperdown ‘ ae bun ... 349 


Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


THE CorRONATION—ACCOMMODATION FOR PEERS, FTC. 
Earl Carrington... si ove vies i = ” ... 350 
Lord James of Hereford ... 350 


House adjourned at ten minutes before Five o'clock, till To- 
morrow, half past Ten o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 15TH MAY, 19032. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

ProvisionAL Orpers BiLts (StanpInG Orpers APPLICABLE THERETO 
CompLieD WitH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto, have been complied w ith, viz. :— 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) Bill. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill. 
Ordered, that the Bills be read a second time Tomorrow... sa ws SBI 


Great Central and Midland Railways Com Seetti Salbwage 
Bill.—Kead the third time and passed Ae 351 
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Isle of Wight Central Railway Bill amend —Read the third time, and 
passed, without Amendment ... 


Lancashire and Yorkshire ~anney eeuamanees seumeeadee _ —Read the 
third time and passed 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill; North Metropolitan 
Tramways bill ; York Corporation Bill.—Read the third time and passed. 
[New Title. ] - we sis en ee ms 


C.lwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban District Council Bill.—As amended, 
considered. A clause added ; Bill to be read the third time ; 


Private Briiis.—Ordered, Thdt Standing Orders 39, 129, and 230 be 
suspended, and_that the time for depositing Petitions and Memorials 
against Private Bills, or against any Bill to confirm any Provisional Order 
or Provisional Certificate, : and for depositing duplicates of any documents 
relating to any Bill to confirm any Provisional Order or Provisional 
Certificate, also for depositing Documents relating to any Order under the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, be extended to the 
first day on which the House shall sit after the Recess.—(7he Chairman of 
Ways and Means.) ; os San a oe sa ee i 


STANDING OrpDERS.—Ordered, That, for the remainder of the Session, three be 
the quorum of the Select Committee on Standing Orders.—(Mr. Hulsey.) 


Plymouth, Devonport, and South-Western Junction Railway Bill.— 
[Lorps] [Nort AMENDE si (By Or _— —Considered ; Bill to be read the 
third time i sis . we ee a 


Pilotage Provisional Order.—Bill to confirm a Provisional Order made by 
the Board of Trade under the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, relating to 
the Pilotage District of the Corporation of the Trinity House of Neweastle- 
upon-Tyne, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain : , ; : 


Pilotage Provisional Order Bill.—‘To confirm a Provisional Order made 
by the Board of Trade under the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, relating to 
the Pilotage District of the Corporation of the Trinity House of Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [No. 

London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill ; Croydon 
and Distriet Electric Tramways Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 3) Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. 


Bill to be read the third time Tomorrow 
as e and Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Provisional Order 


.—Reported without Amendment [Provisional Order confirmed] ; 
=. to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time Tomorrow 


Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway aise Bill.—Re iosiia 
without Amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Bill to be read the third time ..., 
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Birmingham Assay Office Bill [Lorps].—Reported without Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


sill to be read the third time ... ead ee ah seh iii ... 353 


Donegal Railway Bill [Lorps].—Reported without Amendment ; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Bill to be read the third time ... mad Sd eid Si on ... 953 


Chigwell, Loughton, and Woodford Gas Bill [Lorps].—Reported with 
Amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed tos 353 


Waterford and ep Foy Endowed Schools Bill cine a eas 5 
with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table... 353 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to Great Eastern Railway 
Bill, without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An?Act to enable the South 
Eastern Railway Company to make new railways and widenings ; to enable 
that Company and the London Chatham and Dover Railway Company to 
acquire and to hold additional Lands ; to enable the Crowhurst, Sidley, and 
Bexhill Railway Company to raise additional capital ; and for other pur- 
poses.” [South Eastern and London Chatham and Dover Railways Bill 
(Lords). | 


And also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to extend the periods limited by 
The Renfrew Burgh and Harbour Extension Act, 1899, for the compulsory 
purchase of lands ‘and the completion of the wor ks by that Act authorised ; 
and for other purposes.” [Renfrew Harbour Bill (Lords).]... ave ... 358 





South Eastern and London Chatham and Dover Railways Bill{Lorps]. 
Renfrew Harbour Bill {Lords].—Read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ai we = pos ws. oe 


PETITIONS. 


Burcu Powice AND Pustic HEALTH (Scortanp) Bitt.—Petition from Dun- 
fermline, in favour; to lie upon the Table ... we xt oi .. 353 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLt.—Petitions against: From Long 
Sutton, and Ardsley ; to lie upon the Table ... oon ose oi .. 353 


EpvucaTION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiILL.—Petition from Turton, for altera- 
tion; to lie upon the Table... on nes “3 in aint .. 354 











LICENSING BriLL.—Petitions in favour : From Scotland, Northwich ; and Not- 
tingham (two) ; to lie upon the Table.. one oe one 


sy 









RomMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND.—Petitions against establishment : 
From Peterhead ; Kingussie ; Dunfermline (two) ; Aberdeen ; ; Strathpeffer ; 
and Dingwall ; to lie upon the Table on ue ied coe .. 354 












SALE OF INTOXICATING LiquoRS ON SUNDAY BiILL.—Petitions in favour : 
From Walthamstow ; and Dunfermline ; to lie upon the Table _.., w. 355 
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STANDING ORDERS (PRIVATE BusINEss).—Petition from Wandsworth against 
alteration in — of the Consents required with Tramway Bills ; to lie 
upon the Table . ‘ ‘ <a Pe ees é 


SunpDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BiL_.—Petition from Annandale in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table me sa 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TEACHERS’ Pension FuNnD (IRELAND).—Keturn [presented 30th April] to be 
be printed. [No. 179.]... ‘ + sea ve ee 


East INpIA (PROGRESS AND CoNDITION).—Copy presented, of Statement 
exhibiting the Moral and Material Progress and Condition of India during 
the year 1900-1901. Thirty seventh ‘Number [by Act] ; to lie — the 
Table and to be printed. [No. 180.] ... “a oe 


Commons Act 1876 os ING SODBURY, OLD Sopbury, AND LITTLE Sopsury, 
(GGLOUCESTERSHIRE).—-Copy presented, of Report by the Board of Agricul. 
ture upon an application for a Provisional Order for the regulation of the 
Commons in the parishes of Chipping Sodbury, Old Sodbury, and Little 
Sodbury, in the county of Gloucester [by tila ; to lie — the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 181.] jr aie ‘ oa i. . 


MARRIAGES, Birtus, AND Deatus (ENGLAND).—Copy presented, of General 
Abstract of Marris ages, Births, and Deaths registered in England and Wales 
in the year 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon | the Table 


LocAL AUTHORITIES IN SCOTLAND (TECHNICAL EpUCATION ).— Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 10th July, 1901 ; The Lord Advocate] ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 182] ve ae ie 


EMIGRATION “AND IMMIGRATION.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
14th May ; Wr. Gerald Balfour] ; to lie upon the Table and to be printed. 
[No. 183] in ne a a és pain oid ‘a 


RatLwaAY (CERTIFICATES) (LISKEARD AND Loog RatLwAy CompAny).—Copy 
presented, of Draft Certificate of the Board of Trade authorising the Liskeard 
and Looe Railway Company to raise additional capital |by Act] ; to lie upon 
the Table “ ae ad ee es die so ee ; 


ALIENS. —Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 18th February ; Mr. Jesse 
Collings} ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 184] 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES). —Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2795 to 2797 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table ... ed ‘ sed aie 


Navy (Water Tuse BorLers).—Copy presented, of letter from Messrs. 
Delaunay, Belleville, and Company, commenting on the Report of Trials of 
H.M.S. “ Hyacinth” and H.M.S. “ Minerva” [by Command]; to lie upen 
the Table i pad ee or i “os én ta wi 
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CHINA—OPERATIONS 1901—TAKU BOMBARDMENT—DISTRIBUTION OF PRIZE 
MoNEY.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, Admiralty .. 


CORONATION FUNCTIONS—ACCOMMODATION FOR.—Question, Colonel Lockwood 
(Essex, Epping); Answer, Office of Works 


VicroriA AND ALBERT MusEUM.—Question, Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhamp- 


ton, E.); Answer, Office of Works 


CIVIL SERVANTS AND THE CoRONATION.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmar- 
then Boroughs) ; Answer, Office of Works... 


INDIA—THIBET-SIKKIM FRONTIER.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Foreign 
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Answer, Scottish Office ne a ah ati ve ve his 
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THE CoRONATION—ARRANGEMENT FOR MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT.—Question, 


Col. Long (Worcestershire, Evesham) ; Answer, The First Commissioner of 
Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s)... a ee | 


IrisH Prison Warpers—Hovurs or Duty,—Question, Mr. ~~ N.); 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) .. a». oan 


TREATMENT OF IntsH PottiricAL PRisoNners.—Questions, Mr. Tully and Mr, 


Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ie we ‘ns -. 378 
ILLEGAL FisHING OFF THE IRISH CoAsT.—Question, Mr. Power; Answer, Mr. 

Wyndham a i ep ss es oe ~ sie 379 
ANNAGHMORE Ruots,—Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.); Answer, Mr. 

Wyndham ba ane pas pee wee sinh say set sa 


IrntsH Evictions AND Eviction Norices.—Questions, Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., N.), 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, §.), and Mr. Delany Ceee's Co., siniaanies 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham ine ke ... 380 


Irish LAW OFFICER AND PRIVATE PRACTICE.—Questions, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, 
College Green) and Mr. Dillon ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ... RP -<« S81 


MALLow Pouce AND Puslic MEETINGS.—Question, Mr. William Abraham 
(Cork Co., N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... fa a oF +208 


NAVIGATION LAws.—Question, Sir F. Dixon-Hartland (Middlesex, Uxbridge) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 384 


Hire or TR en: Mr. Galloway seni S.W.) ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour mee a“ aos , oes ak i -. 384 


STEAMSHIP SupsipieEs COMMITTEE—PRIVATR Britt ProcepurE ComMMITTEE— 
COMMITTEE ON ARRANGEMENT OF ESTIMATES.—Questions, Mr. Evelyn 
Cecil (Aston Manor), Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.); Mr. James 
Lowther (Kent, Thanet) ; Mr, Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answers, Mr. 

A. J. Balfour... a3 vps 35) 
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BusINESS OF THE HovsE.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs) ; Mr. Cremer and Mr. Sidney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) ; 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour S nie acct aaa ae ... 386 


West InpIAN DISASTER—GOVERNMENT RELIEF MEASURES—MOTION FOR 
ADJOURNMENT.—Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 386 


Mr. Dillon then rose in his place, and asked leave to move the Adjourn- 
ment of the House for the purpose of discussing a definite matter of urgent 
public importance, viz.— The refusal of the Government to take adequate 
steps to relieve the surviving inhabitants of Martinique,” but the pleasure 
of the House not having been signified, Mr. Speaker called on those 
Members who supported the Motion to rise in their places, and less than 
forty Members, but more than ten, having accordingly risen, and a 
division being claimed, 
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Question put, “That leave be given to move that this House do now adjourn.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 54; Noes, 124. (Division List No. 175) 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill intituled “ An act to 
amend the Law relating to County Courts in Ireland.” [County Courts 
(Ireland) Bill (Lorps). | 


SUPPLY 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair, 


CIVIL SERVICE AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902—3,—CLAss I.— 
1. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£37,800, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the C hi urge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for Expenditure in respect of Royal 
Palaces and Marlborough House.” 


Mr. Whitley (Halifas) ‘ ss wa as ay ae ais 
The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s) ... ee ayes Ae wid dus sa bad 


Mr. Whitley 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Item A (Salaries, Wages, and 
Allowances) be reduced by £500.”—(Mr. Whitley.) 


Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Hegis) 

Mr, Goddard (Ipswich) ‘ 

Mr, Nannetti (Dublin, Colle ge Green) . 
Mr, Courtenay Warner ee Lich - 
Mr. Akers Douglas ... : 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 87; Noes, 139. (Division List No. 176.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr, Caldwell (Lanarkshire, en ae 
Mr. Akers Douglas... ans 
Mr. Johu Burns (Batter St ra) 

Mr. Akers Douglas .. sea 

Mr. Runciman (De wsbury) Sic 

Mr. Akers Douglas as ee 

Mr. Goddard (Lpswith) 

Mr. Akers Douglas ... 

Mr. Nussey (Pontefract) 

Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Hugger ston) 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) 
Capt. Norton (Newington, IV.) 

Mr. Akers Douglas... 

Mr, John Dewar (Inverness-shire) .. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 
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2. £66,200, to complete the sum for Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens. 


Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire, wa a mo Aan aaa — .. 408 


Mr. Lough (Islington, W. te igh ve om ae seni ... 408 
Mr. Gibson Bowles ... j iis oe Sod ac eae ... 409 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8S.) ... sie eiss — ad Pas ... 409 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) Ba ail nee ... 410 
Mr. Charles Allen a Stroui) ts ns aoe ... 410 
Mr. Runciman Bh ie asi ea sin ... 410 
Capt. Norton ‘ses ae ~~ ad roe ... 410 
Mr. Galloway (Manchester, s. W. PGs a aa als aaa w. 4141 
Mr. Richards (Finsbury, E.) ss Sie Sad a vik so 493 
Mr. Cremer.. We me oy mR Me. at ... 412 
Mr. Stuart ‘ortley (Shefiield, Hallam)... “ee hed _ .. 413 
Mr. Parker (Gravesend) — ... pe van sts as Sia ... 414 
Sir Arthur Hayter ( Walsall) re ee: Pua ane Ne ... 414 
Capt. Norton is eek abe se wo» 455 
Lord Balearres (Lancashire, ( ‘horle y) a ee ay a .. 415 
Mr. Akers Douglas ... ies ns ey Beg mM) a ... «415 
Mr. John Burns... kg sie sh oe wy a w. =419 
Mr. Parker . ads — nen a oa _ ca GES 
Mr. Courtenay Warner oi oh sd i” ee es . 28 
Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon- Trew! ss ies is ‘nt *. ... 424 
Mr. Akers Douglas - ’ pa TP ioe _ py | SB 


Vote agreed to. 


3. £27,500 to complete the sum for Houses of Parliament Buildings. 


Mr. Dillow ... _ ree ee so on sis wi ... 426 
Mr. Gibson Bowles ... ak oe 33s san ein ... 428 
Dr. Farquharson (. Aberdeenshire, IW.) 3s 2 Aa ep ... 429 
Mr. Loder (Brighton) ee 3 civ’ site sch su .. 431 
Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) Ae wid ots ng on we 
Mr. Mildmay (Devonshire, Totnes) ... fn Sin ne bes .. 432 
Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, WR, Pudsey)... en sal ... 433 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.)... re ie — = eis ww» 440 
Mr. Allhusen (Hackney, Central)... Pa a hs oe ae 
Mr. Lahouchere (Northamptonshire) as tea seat as cu ae 
Col. M‘Calmont (Antrim, E. *) ad ‘ss — ei 2a ... 435 
Mr, Akers Douglas : és bs ro gai a4 we «435 


Vote agreed to. 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the Fouse. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday, 26th May ; Committee to sit 
again this evening, 


EVENING SITTING. 


London and India Docks (Various cannes Bill (By — As amended 
considered : to be tead the third time. . Le . St 
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PrivATE Britt BuSINESS—STANDING ORDERS—CONSENTS IN CASE OF TRAM- 
WAYS BiLts—Standing Order No, 22, relating to Private Business, read, as 
followeth :— 


“In cases of Bills to authorise the laying down of a tramway, the 
promoters shall obtain the consent of the local authority of the district or 
districts through which it is proposed to construct such tramway, and where 
in any district “there is a road authority distinct from the local authority, 
the consent of such road authority shall also be necessary in any case where 
power is sought to break up any road, subject to the jurisdiction of such 
road authority. For the purposes of this Order, in England and Scotland 
the local and road authorities shall be the local and road authorities for the 
purposes of The Tramways Act, 1870, except that in the case of a rural 
district in England the rural District Council shall be deemed to be the 
local authority, and in Ireland the local and road authorities shall be the 
District Councils and the County Councils respectively : provided that 
where it is proposed to lay down a continuous line of tramway in two or 
more districts, and any local or road authority having jurisdiction in any 
such districts does not consent thereto, the consents of the local and road 
authority, or the local and road authorities having jurisdiction over two- 
thirds of the length of such proposed line of tramway, shall be deemed to 
be sufficient.” 


Mr, Chaplin (Lincolushire, Sleaford) Pee hen “an eee see 28 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn lines 1 and 2, to leave out the words, ‘the promoters shall 
obtain,’ and insert the words, ‘ proof shall be given before the Com- 
mittee on the Bill that the promoters have either obtained. ”—— 


(Mr, Chaplin.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Standing Order.” 


Sir Alhert Rollit (Islington, 8.) ... ais sa si a a oe 
Mr. John Burns (Battersew) ' ay yP Mes Mar wont RE 
Mr. Halsey (Hertfordshire, I ‘wlford) is 3 ia hi ie SS 
Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrith) ad ee ae Ja MBS 
Mr. Blake (Longford, wy es eon ee Sd me w« 456 
rong Jessel (St. Pancras, S) es vad et ee ee .. 457 

r John Dorrington (Gloue esterehive, Tewkesbury) we b3n a 205 
Sir J. Dickson-Poynder ( Wiltshire, C are — ee oi a we 458 
Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) ea , Ane eh se8 .. 46) 
Mr. Thornton (Clapham)... Sd st fe nh v3 ©4461 
Mr. Muedona (Southwark, Rotherhithe) ese vee eee +0 eee 462 


(Qnestion put, and agreed to. 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 
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Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. Cuass III. 
1. £29,395, to complete the sum for police, England and Wales. 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 

Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 

Mr. Caldwell (Lanark: shire, Mid) « 

The Secretary of State for the Home @ Department ( ( Ur. Ritchie, ( roydon) . 
Mr. George Whiteley ; ik 
Sir Albert Rollit are 

Mr. Martin ( Worcester: shire, Droitwich “ 

Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) . 

Mr. Mach _ nih n, S. ) 

Mr. Ritchie.. 


Vote agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£340,929, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the expenses of the 
prisons in England, Wales, and the Colonies.” 


Mr. Courtenay Warner... aii 
Mr. Heline (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
Mr. Ritchie : is Ses 


It being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday, 26th May ; Committee also Report 
progress ; to sit again upon Monday, 26th May. 


Loan Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 
CLAUSE 1.— 
Mr. Caldwell 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Chairman do report 
progress, and ask leave to sit again.”——(Mr. Caldvwell.) 


Lhe Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


Question put and agreed to. 


Committee to sit again upon Tuesday, 27th May. 


BoycorrinG (IRELAND).—Return ordered, “showing in respect of the period 
from the Ist day of January, 1902, to the lst day of April, 1902, the dis- 
tribution of the cases of total and partial boycotting in the districts 
proclaimed under Section 2 of the Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) 
Act, 1887." —(Mr. Wyndham) 
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LAND PurcuasE Acts (IRELAND).—Return ordered, “showing particulars as to 
the repayment of advances under the Land Purchases Acts and the 
Land Purchase Amendment Bill, 1902.”—(Mr. Wyndham) ... 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 16TH MAY, 1902. 
APPEAL CoMMITTEE.—First Report from ; read, and agreed to... ose one 


EArt OF Lerrrim.—Ordered that the Report of the Lord Chancellor of the 
United Kingdom, made to the House of Lords on the 15th day of this 
instant May, that the right of Earl of Leitrim to vote at the elections of 
Representative Peers for Ireland has been established to his satisfaction, be 
sent to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland, together with a certificate 
stating that such Report has been made and that the House has ordered 
it to be sent to the said Clerk of the Crown in Ireland 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the Stand- 
ing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with :— 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) [H.1.]. 
Water Orders Confirmation [1H.L. }. 
Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1.) [H.1.]. 


Also the Certificates that the further Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied with :— 

Cleethorpes Improvemen, 

Knaresborough Improvement, 


Bedford Corporation Water. 


Also the Certificate that no Standing Orders are applicable to the following 


Bill :— 
Military Lands Provisional Order (No. 2). 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Edgeware and Hampstead Railway Bill [1.1.]—The King’s consent 
signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments 


National Telephone Company (Manchester Area) Bill [1.1..].— The Chair- 
man of Committees informed the House that the promoters do not intend 
to proceed further with the Bill: Ordered that the Bill be not further 
proceeded with ... 


Nottingham and Retford Railway Bill.—Read 2", and committed. 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill ; Hull, Barnsley, 
and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock (South Yorkshire Extension 
Lines) Bill.—Read 2", and committed ; the Committees to be proposed by 
the Committee of Selection x a ee me 
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Preston Corporation Bill.—Read 2", and committed ... 


Manchester and Liverpool Electric supe rete om; Fareham Gas 
Bill.—Read 3*, and passed 


Isle of Wight ones atantadh Bill sa L. - —Returned from the Commons 
agreed to 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [1..]; Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill [H.L.] ; Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [H.L.] ; Education 
Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill [H.L.] ; Education 
Board Provisional Order Confirmation (Barnes, etc.) Bill [H.L.]; Edueation 
Board Provisional Order Confirmation (Swansea United sacigaied No. ¢ ” 
dill [H.L. ].—Read 2* (according to order). ... ose 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill.—THlouse in 
Committee (according to order): Bill reported without Amendment ; 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* on Monday the 2nd 
of June next 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill (No. 75); Drainage 
and Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Provisional Order Bill (No. 76).— 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1* ; fo he printed ; and referred to the 
Examiners 


Coatbridge Gas Orders Confirmation Bill |1.1.]._-A Bill to confirm a Pro- 


visional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 


1899, relating to Coatbridge Gas—Was presented by the Earl Waldegrave 
(for the Lord Balfour); read 1°; to be printed; and (pursuant to the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to have been 
read 2* ; and reported from the Committee. (No. 77) 


PRIVATE AND ProvistoNAL OrvER CoNFIRMATION BILis.-— Ordered, that 
Standing Orders Nos. 92 and 93 be suspended ; and that the time for 
depositing petitions praying to be heard against Private and Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bills, also the time for depositing documents relating to 
any Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
which would otherwise expire during the adjournment of the House at 
Whitsuntide, be extended to the first day on which the House shall sit 
after the Recess... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

Raitway Companies Powers Act, 1864.——Draft certificate of the Board of 
Trade, authorising the Yorkshire Dales Railway Company to raise additional 
capital and to increase the number of directors ; laid before the House (pur- 
suant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


BUSINESS OF THE House. 


Moved, That the eg at its rising do adjourn to Monday the 2nd of June 
next.—(The Eurl of Waldegrare.) Agreed to. 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five o'clock, to 
Monday, the 2nd of June next, at a quarter past Four o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 161TH MAY, 1902. 
The House met at Twelve of the clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Cornwall Electric Power Bill.— Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to 


London and South-Western Railway Bill [Lorns|—(Kixa’s Consent 
SIGNIFIED).—Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments ... me 


Street Urban District Council wae Bill “ ps].—Read the third time, 
and passed, with Amendments . me 3 hes 


Huddersfield Corporation Bill; Tyne Improvement Commission Bill 
| Lorps].—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time sa 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Drainage and Im- 
provement of Lands (Ireland) Provisional Order Bill.-—Read the third time, 
and passed 


Local Government eee) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—Read 
a second time, ‘and committed ... eee ich pe ws asi os 


LONDON (POPLAR) PROVISIONAL ORDER. —Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
made by one of His Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State under The 
Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, relating to a certain area in the 
parish of Poplar, ordered to be brought i in by Mr. Jesse Collings and Mr. 
Secretary Ritchie 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 15).—Bill to confirm a Pro- 
visional Order of the Local Government Board relating to Newton Abbot, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Grant Lawson and Mr. Walter Long 


London (Poplar) Provisional Order Bill. —‘“ ‘To confirm a Provisional Order 
made by one of His Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State under The 
Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, relating to a certain area in 
the parish of Poplar,” presented, and read the first time; to be referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. — [Bill 216] 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 15) Bill.—‘‘To confirm a 
Provisional Order of the Local Government Board relating to Newton 
Abbot,” presented, and read the first time; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 217] ... 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.- -That they have ae ed to, 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill. 
Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill. 
Fareham Gas Bill, without Amendment 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON ComMons.— Motion made, That Mr. Crombie, Mr. 
Jetireys, Mr. Heywood Johnstone, Mr. Williamg Jones, Mr. Loyd, 
Mr. Montagu, and Mr. Freeman-Thomas be members of the Select 
Committee on Commons, with Five Members to be added by the 
Committee of Selection. 


Motion adjourned 
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PETITIONS. 


EpUucATION (ENGLAND AND WALEs) Briti.--Petitions for alteration; From 
Swinton and Pendlebury ; Erith ; Tonbridge ; and Skipton; to lie upon 
the Table 


LICENSING Britt. —Petitions in favour: From Chorley ; Stretford ; Chislehurst ; 
Dorchester ; Borth; Glasgow; Barrow in Furness; Preston; and New- 
castle-under-Lyme ; to lie upon the Table 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL, —Petition from Neath, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table : 


Pusuic Hearty Acts AMENDMENT BILL. ~Petitions in favour: From Swinton 
and Pendlebury ; and Middleton ; to lie upon the Table 


Pusiic Houses (Hours oF CLOSING) (SCOTLAND) Act (1887) AMENDMENT 
SILL. —Petition from Glasgow, in favour; to lie upon the Table 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL.—Petitions against: From Croydon ; Skelton ; 
and Brotton ; to lie upon the Table 


Roman CatHoiic UNiversity iN [RELAND. —Petition from Inverness, against 
Establishment ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LiQguoRS ON SUNDAY BILL. Petition from Urmston, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 


VACCINATION ProsecuTIONS BiLt. —Petitions in favour: From Trowbridge 
and Melksham ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


BoycottinG (IRELAND).—-Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 15th 
May, Mr. Wyndham); to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 185.] 


LAND PURCHASE Acts (IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
15th May; Mr. Wyndham); to lie wpon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 186.] ens eee bea ve = , as 


RAiways (CERTIFICATES) (YORKSHIRE DALES RaiLway Company).—Copy 
presented of Draft Certificate of the Board of Trade, authorising the 
Yorkshire Dales Railway Company to raise additional capital, and to increase 
the number of Directors [by Act| to lie upon the Table 


East [NDIA (FINANCIAL STATEMENT). —Return presented, relative thereto 
{Address 13th May ; Sir Henry Fowler|; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. | No. 187 | ; ee nee ane 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


LocaL GOVERNMENT CHAIRMAN OF PARISH MEETINGS AND PARISH 
CouNCcILs.—Question, Mr. Raymond Greene (Cambridge, Chesterton) ; 
Answer, Local Government Board 


“THe PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES” — RECORD OF QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES.— Question, Mr, Galloway (Manchester, S.W.) ; 
Answer, Treasury say me ed nee 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


3USINESS OF —s* Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8., Mr. T. 
W. Russell (Tyrone, 'S.), Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet), Mr. Talbot, 
Oxford University, Sir Vertouns Flannery (Yorkshire, Shipley), Mr. 
Maclver (Liv erpool, Kirkdale), Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis), and Mr. 
Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ; Answer, The First Lord of “the T reasury 
(Mr. A. Yi Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


Macao.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, The Under Sec- 
retary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) ... oe 


Port oF LONDON CoM™MiIsston.—Question, Sir Albert Rollit ; Answer, The 
President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


Naval Prize Bill {Lorps].—KRead the first time ; to be read a second time 
unon Monday, 26th May, and to be printed. [Bill 218] 


Matrimonial Causes Act Amendment Bill [Lorps].—Read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon Monday, 26th May, and to be 
printed. [Bill 219} ee sf 


ADJOURNMENT (WHITSUNTIDE). 


Motion Made and Question proposed, “That this House at its rising this 
day do adjourn till Monday, 26th May.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Mr. Swift MacNeill , aie aiid on ak eee 
The Seerelury of State for We or (Mv. Brodie, Survey, Guildford) 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) a tes ha 

Mr, Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 

Mr. pd e (Limerick) 

Mr, James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) oon ve ae ie 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 
Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) ... [> a <4 oe 2es 
Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) 

Mr. Sheehan (Cork Co., Mid.) 

Mr. Delany (Queews Co., Ossory) ... Aw Sat wok 

The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ... 


(Question put and agreed to. 


Aged Pensioners (No. 2) Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 
Whereupon the Order was discharged, and the Bill withdrawn 


Liquor Traffic Local Veto (Wales) Bill. Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) ... oe ee os “AS 


Notice taken that forty Members were not present ; House counted, and, 
forty Members not being present. 


The House was adjourned at a quarter after Four of the clock 
till Monday, 26th May. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 26th MAY, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Birmingham Assay Office Bill [Lorps] ; Deal and Walmer Gas Bill [Lords] ; 
Plymouth Devonport, and South Western Junction R atte Bill ) ane 
Read the third time, and passed, without Amendment 


Donegal Railway Bill ne [Not amended.] Considered ; to he read 
the third time ™ an me ine Re oe Ao 


Waterford and Bishop Foy Endowed Schools Bill [Lords]; West Ham 


Corporation Bill. As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Bradford Corporation Bill [Lorps]; Bradford-on-Avon Gas Bill | Lords] ; 
Great Northern Railway (No. 2) Bill [Lords]; Rickmansworth Gas _ Bill 
| Lords].—Read a second time, and committed ne ae we 


Pier AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3).-—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Chatham, Falmouth, Harrington, St. Anne’s- 
on-Sea, and Tenby, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour and 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


PiER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 4).—Bili to confirm a Provisional 
Order made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier and Harbour 
Act, 1861, relating to Watchet, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gerald 
Balfour and Mr. Austen Chamberlain... ; cat We tits 13 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.—‘ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Chatham, Falmouth, Harrington, St. Annes- 
on-Sea and Tenby,” presented, and read the first time; to be referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 220] 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—* To confirm a Pro- 
visional Order made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier and 
Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Watchet,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to 


be printed. {| Bill 221.] 
PETITIONS. 


Burcu Porice AND Pupsiic HEALTH (SCOTLAND) BiLL.— Petition from Forfar, 
for alteration ; to lie upon the Table ... sie ae és 


EpucaTion (ENGLAND AND WaALEs) BiLu.—Petitions for alteration: From 
School Board for London ; and Heanor ; to lie upon the Table ned 


FRESHWATER FisH (SCOTLAND) BiLt.—Petition from Forfar, for alteration ; to 
lie upon the Table - “a de as one 


Petition from Ayr, in favour ; te lie upon the Table 
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Ice Cream Suops (SCOTLAND) BiLt.—Petition from Forfar, for alteration ; to 
lie upon the Table ‘ 


LicensinG BiLt.—Petition from Portmadoc, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Locat AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BILL.—Petition of the School 
Board for London, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table 


LoNDON WATER BILL.—Petition from Wandsworth, in favour of the direct 
representation of the Metropolitan Boroughs 7 the — Water 
Board ; to lie upon the Table ... “ni vs eas és 


MARRIAGE WITH A DecEASED Wire's Sister BiLi.—Petitions against ; From 
Wimborne and Blandford ; to lie upon the Table ... 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BiLL.—Petitions in favour: From 
Pakefield and Stranraer ; to lie upon the Table 


SunpAy TrabDinG (SCOTLAND) BiLt.—Petition from Forfar, for alteration ; to 
lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (WHITSUNTIDE Recess).—-The following Papers, 
presented by command of His Majesty during the Whitsuntide recess, were 
delivered: to the Librarian of the House of Commons during the recess, 
pursuant to the Standing Order of the 14th August, 1896 :— 


1. Trade Reports (Annual Series).—Copies of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2,798 to 2,805 ; 
Consular Appointments (Miscellaneous, No. 6, 1902).—Copy of Return 
of the names, ages, and previous employment of persons appointed to 
the salaried Consular Service, 1897 to 1902 ; 
Army.—Copy of Papers relating to the administration of martial law 
in South Africa. 

Ordered that the said Papers do lie upon the Table... ove 

PoLuinG Districts (BorouGH oF CuristcHURCH).—Copy presented, of Order 
made by the Council of the Borough of Christchurch altering certain polling 
districts in the borough [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ‘ 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts (CONDITIONAL LICENCE).—Copy presented, of Licence 
granted by His Majesty to Mary Ann Kelly, a convict under detention in 
‘Ay lesbury Prison, permitting her to be at large on condition that she enter 
the Elizabeth Fry Refuge, Hackney, E. [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table ... 


MopEL ScHoots (IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 25th 
February ; Mr. Thomas 0’ Donnell) ; to lie upon the Table 


INTERMEDIATE EpUCATION (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Rules and Pro- 
gramme of Examinations for 1903 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 188} -~ oie sae ane kee. 

Prisons (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Rules for Visiting Committees of 
ordinary prisons in Ireland [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed [No. 189]... . os one oon 


, 
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LAND Recistry.—Copy presented, of Report of the Registrar of the Land 
Registry on the first three years (1899, 1900, and 1901) of the work of 


constructing a general Register of Title for the County of London [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table : ‘ 


Boarp oF Epucation.—Copy presented, of Revised Instructions applicable to 
the Code of 1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House :— .. 


MeEpway CoNSERVANCY.—Copy of Statement of Receipts and Expenditure of 
the Conservators for the year ending 25th March, 1902 [by Act] ... 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Nortu Sea FIisHeRtieES—EXPENDITURE ON SCIENTIFIC INVESTIGATION.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, Scotch Office 


St. LuKES Fire—SaLeE Restrictions FoR AMERICAN OILS,—Question, Mr. 
Richards (Finsbury, E.) ; Answer, Home Office wae ‘ae 


DARJEELING GOVERNMENT OFFICE. —Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, India 
Office... po aio 


CaLtcutTra Currency Orrice.—Answer, Mr. Weir; Answer, India Office 


INDIAN State Rairway—-Lockep CarriaGe Doors. -Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, India Office i. 
Nacpa-Barna—Mcutrra RaAitway.—Question, Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree 
‘ — « " ss J Dd 
(Bethnal Green, N.E.) ; Answer, India Office ; ; 


Surveyors OF TAXES—STATUs OF CLERKS.— Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 
S.); Answer, Treasury... . fe a pe 


Irish Concestep Districts Boarb—PRICE OF BARRELS.—-Question, Mr. 
Hugh Law (Donegal, W.) ; Answer, Irish Office 


ImpzriaAL YEOMANRY—NeEw Scotcu Cores.—Question, Mr. Maxwell (Dum- 
fries-shire) ; Answer, War Office ‘ 


RETIRED OFFICERS ON ACTIVE SERVICE—PROMOTION.—-Question, Col. Legge (St. 
George's, Hanover Square) ; Answer, War Office. 


LocaL GOVERNMENT —ABOLITION OF OFFICES—COMPENSATION.—Question, Mr. 
Harry Samuel (Tower Hamlets, Limehouse) ; Answer, Treasury 


Tuerr or Coat Sacks—CaseE OF Ropert Barr.—Question, Sir John Stirling- 
Maxwell (Glasgow, College) ; Answer, Scottish Office 


ScotcH Concestep Districts Boarb—Visir OF ENGINEER. —Question, Mr. 
Weir ; Answer, Scottish Office.. 


COPENHAGEN INTERNATIONAL FISHERY CONFERENCE—SCOTTISH OFFICE REPRE- 
SENTATIVE —THREE-MILE famir.— Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Scottish 
Office 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item A, 1 (Salaries, Wages, 
and Allowances) be reduced by 100, in respect of the Salary of the 
Vice-President of the Council.” —Dr. Macnamara. 


Mr. Yorxall (Nottingham, W.) 

Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) ... 

Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, Cr illade).. 
Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N.)... sine 
Mr. Whitley (Halifaz) ie 

Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) 

Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) 

Mr.MacVeagh (Down, 8.) .. 

Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) . spe 

Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, Accrington) ... 

Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) Es A 

Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) 

Sir John Gorst i : 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 102; Noes, 181. (Division List No. 177.) 
Original Question again proposed. 

Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 
SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. James LowtHeR (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair]. 
Crvit Service Estimates, 1902—3.—Ctass V. 


1..—Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,000, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on ‘the 31st day of March, 1903, for a grant in aid of the 
Revenue of the Island of Cyprus.” 


Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) _ ... 

Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) 
Mr. Pierpoint (Warrington) 

Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E. ) 

Mr. O’Mara (Kilkenny, 8.) ‘ 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £500, 
be granted for the said service.”—(Mr. O’ Mara.) 


Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) 


The Secretary of State sale the Colonies tle J. Sepeeeetiane Leanaaied 
ham, W.) _... 


Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 30; Noes, 199. (Division List No. 178.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 
2. £133,225, to complete the sum for Telegraph Subsidies and Pacific Cable. 
3. £40,000 for Cretan Loan. 


Resolutions to be reported. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £277,570, 


be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the 
charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the expenses in connection with 
His Majesty’s Embassies, Missions, and Consular Establishments abroad, 
and other expenditure chargeable to the Consular Vote.” 


Mr. Joseph A. Pease (Essex, Saffron Walden) ... 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding £277,470, 
be granted for the said service.—(Mr. Joseph 4. Pease.) 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest av ain 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice ‘a 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) .. 
The Under Secretary - State for Foreign Afi (Viscount Cranborne, 
Rochester) ‘ 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 59; Noes, 123. (Division List No. 179.) 


It being after midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 


Resolutions to be reported tomorrow ; Committee also report progress ; to 
sit again tomorrow. 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors (Licences) (Ireland) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee). 


(Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair]. 


d 2 


li 
Page 


635 


635 
643 


652 
653 
654 


655 


lii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
May 27.) 


Mr. Clancy (Dublin Co., N.) 
Amendments made. 


Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) ... dies 

Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ... ee ee CF 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 
Mr. John Gordon (Londond rry, N.) — ... es ies 


Bill reported ; as amended, to be considered upon Wednesday. 


me ATE 


Yardley Charity Bill—Srconp Rreapinc.—Order for Second Reading read. 
Objection taken. 


Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) ... 


Objection being taken, the Second Reading was deferred till Wednesday. 


Lighting of Public Clocks (London) Bill—Srcoxp Reapixc.—Order for 


Second Reading read. Objection taken. 
Mr. Whitmore (Chelsea) 
Objection heing taken, the Second Reading was deferred till Friday. 


Adjourned at half-past Twelve of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. TUESDAY, 27TH MAY, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bitts [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
Into Compiiep WitH).-—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with viz :— 

sristol Water Bill {| Lords}. 

Medway and Thame« Canal Bill {Lords}. 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Tramways Bill [Lords] 

Renfrew Harbour Bill | Lords]. 

Rhymney Railway Bill { Lords]. 

South Eastern and London, Chatham and Dover Railways Bill [Lords]. 
Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill { Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 


Provisional. OrpER Bitts (STANDING OrpERS APPLICABLE THERETO Com- 
pLieD Wrri).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the following 
Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which 
are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :— 

Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill. 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2.) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time tomorrow 
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PPOVISIONAL ORDER BILLs (NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE).— Mr. SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill. 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill. 

Pilotage Provisional Order Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time tomorrow 


Tyne Improvement Commission Bill [Lorps] (Kina’s Consent 
SIGNIFIED).—Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments 


Leamington Corporation Bill, London and North Western Railway Bill, 
North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill.—As amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time os ; 


PETITIONS. 


EpucaTIoNn (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BiLt.—Petitions against : From Battersea ; 
and Brighouse ; to lie upon the Table 


EpucaTION (ENGLAND AND WaLeEs) BILL.—Petitions for alteration: From 
Hanwell ; Westhoughton ; Horwich ; and sia n Ceiriog ; to lie upon the 
Table : , ‘ ‘ wh 


LICENSING BiLL.—Petitions in favour : From Greenwich ; Battersea ; Clapham ; 
Blackburn ; and Bristol ; to lie upon the Table : 


LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BILL.—Petition from Dews- 
bury, against ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Lonpon Water BiLu.—Petition from Twickenham, against (praying to be 
heard by Counsel) ; to lie upon the Table ‘ ; 


Lonpon Water BiLi.—Petition from Twickenham, in favour of the direct 
representation of the Metropolitan Boroughs upon the aaa Water 
Board ; to lie upon the Table sia aa : is oe 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’s SISTER BILL.—Petitions against : From 
Brighton ; Gainsborough ; Hemswell ; and Beccles ; to lie upon the 
Table ; va a ss és - 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL.—Petitions in favour: From Brighouse and 
Bridgend ; to lie upon the Table 


PusBLic HEALTH Acts AMENDMENT Brtu.—Petition from Brighouse, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ae me nae — 


Ratinc oF LAND VaLvEs.—Petition from Peebles, for legislation ; to lie -_ 
the Table : sm ins , 


Roman CaTHOLic UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND.—Petition from Fraserburgh, 
against establishment ; to lie upon the Table eee ove a ose 
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SALE oF INTOxIcaTING Liquors ON SUNDAY BiLu.—Petition from Battersea, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table ie 


VARATHANWNTHAJEE, Ry Visayo Sanis.—Petition of Ry Vijayo Varathan- 
wnthajee Sahib, for redress of grievances ; to lie upon the Table ... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MopEL ScHoots (IRELAND).—Return [presented 26th May] to be printed. 
[No. 190.] ont ues ate _ ae ae om 


PoLice (COUNTIES AND BorouGHS, ENGLAND AND WALES).—Copy presented, 
of Reports of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Constabulary for the year ended 
29th September, 1901 [by a to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 191.] ve oes aos ihe! “te ics jon 


BoarRD OF AGRICULTURE (AGRICULTURAL RETURNS).—Copy presented, of 
Agricultural Returns for Great Britain, with Statistics for the United 
Kingdom, British possessions, and foreign countries for 1901 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table ae ‘ ne ee ; 


Mivitary Epucation (COMMITTEE) (REPoRT).—Copy presented, of Report of 
the Committee appointed to consider the Education and Training of Officers 
of the Army, together with Appendix [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table a nen re ‘in iis oe: os hi ‘i 


Mivitary EpucaTion (COMMITTEE) (EVIDENCE).—Copy presented, of Minutes 
of Evidence taken before the Committee appointed to consider the Education 
and Training of Officers of the — [by inessaniitinie to lie upon the 
Table ’ vn ms om 


BoarD OF Epucation.—Copy presented, of Draft Order in Council for further 
transfer of powers to the Board of Education from the Charity Commis- 
sioners under the Board of Education Act, 1899, Section 2 [by tis to lie 
upon the Table . : nike ses ine , ; 


Money OrpDErS.—Copy presented, of Agreement for the exchange of Money 
Orders between the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and the 
Republic of Liberia [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... - 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS SECURITIES.—Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 25th March: Mr. Austen weenie to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 192.] a sus i” ses ies 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
20th May, 1902, declaring that Robert Wright, Royal Laboratory, War 
Office, was appointed without a Civil Service Certificate, through inad- 
vertence on the part of the Head of his von. ceemee [by es to lie upon 
the Table ne se 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1887.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
12th May, 1902, granting to Mr. Donald M‘Lean, Postmaster at Helens- 
burgh, a retiring allowance under the Act [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


SoutH AFrrica.—Copy presented, of Statistics of the Refugee yea gil in South 
Africa [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ' ‘ 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


ISLAND OF LEwis—TonG LiGHT.——Question, Mr. Weir, Ross and wataaiiedi 
Answer, Scottish Office ae Dee a a whe ; 


IsLAND OF Lewis—Roap ConsTRUCTION.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
Scottish Office ... : ve ae 


InDIA—AGRA—GWALIOR TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION.—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, India Office : ‘ ee ¥e me as ee 


HimaLtayaA Narrow GAuGE Raitway.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, India 
Office Re seve as is ae APR sat pe 


ABERDEEN Post OFrrice.—Question, Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ; Answer, Office 
of Works a si bod ins ae Ae i iss 
PUNISHMENT OF First OrFicer.—Question, Mr. Partington (Derbyshire, High 
Peak) ; Answer, Home Office ... a sit died Mi i oa 


JAPAN AND S1AM DipLoMATIC ESTABLISHMENTS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
Foreign Office , se 7 


Post OFFICE—FEMALE ASSISTANT TELEGRAPH SUPERVISORS.—Question, Mr. 
Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar); Answer, Post Office = 


VOLUNTEER ADJUTANTS’ PAy.—The Master of Elibank (Edinburgh, Midlothian) ; 
Answer, War Office - ae ee Be 
QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


BUSINESS OF THE Hovusk.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Mr. Blake (Longford $.), Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, 
W.), Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis), Mr. James Lowther (Kent, gg 
and Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury ana A 
J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) P ‘ 


South AFRICAN WAR—PEACE NEGOTIATIONS. ies Mr. James O'Kelly 
(Roscommon N.) [No Answer was given. } 


Wages Boards Bill.—Order for Second Reading upon Friday read, and 
discharged nike an as ae ns ie he sas 


Bill withdrawn. 

Coal Mines oageetien Oi Bill. —Order for Second Reading siti Friday read, 
and discharged - 0 ‘ . 
Bill withdrawn. 

Ice Cream Shops emaemenie aad —Order for Second nating read, and 
discharged 
Bill withdrawn. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors (Lic aca semehieads Bitt.—As amended, to 
be printed. 222. oe oe Ws ee os 
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SuppLy.—[NintH ALLoTrTeD Day.] 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the committee.) 
[Mr. James LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EstTIMATES, 1902-3.—CLAss II.— 


1. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£25,716, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903, for the salaries and 
expenses of “the Board of Agriculture, and to pay certain grants in aid.” 


Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, S.) 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That Item A (Salaries and Wages) 
be reduced by £100, in respect of the Salary of the President of the 
Board.” —(Sir Edward Strachey.) 


Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) 

Mr. Lloyd Morgan (Carmarthenshire, IV.) 

Mr. John Hutton (Yorkshire, Richmond) 

Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, IW.) 

Col. Lockwood (Essex, Epping) 

Mr. Crombie (Kincardine shire) ... 

Mr. Macdona (Southwark, Rotherhithe) - a 

Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, Spalding) .. 
Sir James Rankin, (Herefordshire, Leominster)... 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; 

Mr, Humphreys-Owen (Montgomeryshire) 

Mr. Wharton (Yorkshire, W.l., Ripon) .. ‘ 
Mr. Eugene Wason, (Clackmannan and Kinross) 
Mr. Seely (Lincoln) a 

Mr. John Dewar (Inverness- shire) 

Mr. Heywood-Johnstone (Sussex, Horsham) 

Sir John hinloch (Perthshire, E.) 

Mr, Helme (Lancashire, Lancaster) ' 

The President of the Board of Agric lure (Mr. “Hanbury, Preston) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


2. Motion made, and Question Proposed, “That a sum, net exceeding 
£18,442, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Charity Commission for England and Wales.” 


Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rusheliffe) 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis)... 

Mr. Richards (Finsbury, EB.) — ... 

Mr, Cremer (Shoreditch, Haggerston) 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding £18,342 
be granted for the said service.” —( Mr. Cremer.) 


Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) 

Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) : 

The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. “Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) 

Mr. John Ellis 

Mr. Gibson Bowles 

Mr. Humph a n 

Mr. Herbert Levwis.. 

Mr. Griffith Boscawen 

Mr. Cremer ; 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 118; Noes, 200. (Division List No. 180.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 
3. £26,402, to complete the sum for Civil Service Commission. 
4. £38,605, to complete the sum for Exchequer and Audit Department. 
5. £4,361, to complete the sum for Friendly Societies Registry. 
6. £420,145, to complete the sum for Stationery and Printing. 
Mr. Whitley (Halifax) 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 
Mr. Humphreys-Owen es 
Mr. Stopford-Sackville (Nor thamptonshire, 1 N. ) 


Mr. Herbert Lewis.. 
Mr. Austen Chambe rlain 


Question put and agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That a sum not exceeding £14,135 
be granted to His Majesty to complete the sum necessary ‘to defray 
the charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3ist day of March, 1903, for the salaries and expenses of the 
office of His Majesty’s woods, forests, and land revenues, and of the 
Office of Land Revenue Records and Inrolments.” 


Mr. Herbert Lewis ... 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported tomorrow ; Committee also report progress ; to 
sit again this evening. 
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EVENING SITTING. 
OPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Richmond Hill (Preservation of View) Bill (By orprr.)—Order for 
consideration, as amended, read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now considered.” 


Mr. Labouchere (Northamptonshire) 
Mr. Bull (Hammersmith) . MY 

Mr. Richards (Finsbury, E. ) ie 

Mr. Cawiey (Lancashire, Prestw ich) 

Mr, John Burns ( Battersea) ‘ 

Mr. Skewes-Cox (Surrey, Kingston) | 

Mr. Pike Pease (Darlington) ; 

Mr. oe (Durham, Bishop A wakland)... 
Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W.) ‘ 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 179; Noes, 79. (Division List No. 181.) 


Bill, as amended, considered ; to be read the third time. 


Supp_y.—NintH ALLOTTED Day. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. J..W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. Class 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£135,323, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the salaries and 
expenses of the Local Government Board.” 


Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester)... 
Mr. Flower (Bradford, W.) 

Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That a sum, not exceeding £135,273, 
be granted for the said Service.” —( Mr. Stevenson.) 


Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 

Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield) ; 

The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. ‘Walter Long, b Bristol, S. .) 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) - 

Mr. Scott-Montague (Hampshire, New Forest) 
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It being midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again tomorrow (afternoon sitting). 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o’elock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS : WEDNESDAY, May 28rTn, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban District Council Bill (Kinc’s Consent 
SIGNIFIED); Huddersfield Corporation Bill; Kingscourt, Keady, and 
Armagh Railway Bill [By Order.]—Read the third time, and passed 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) Bill ; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill ; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 9) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill ; 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill; Pilotage Provisional Order Bill.—Read a second time, and 
committed 


Electric Lighting (London) Bill.— Read a second time 


PETITIONS. 


EpucaTioN (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BILL.—Petition from Southampton, 
against ; to lie upon the Table ai on oF es des ve 


EpucaTIon (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions for alteration: From 
Southwick-on-Wear ; Bramley ; and Mirfield ; to lie upon the Table 


IMMORAL TRAFFIC (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table - — dite nie 


LICENSING BiLL.—Petitions in favour: From Gravesend (two); Gateshead ; 
Sheffield ; and Portsmouth (two) ; to lie upon the Table —... ‘a 


Lonpon WATER BiLL.—Petitions in favour of the direct representation of Urban 
District Councils upon the proposed Water Board: From Twickenham ; 
and Heston and Iseworth ; to lie upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DeceaseD Wire's Sister BILL.—Petitions against ; From 
Windsor ; Vauxhall ; Whitwick ; and Liverpool ; to lie upon the Table 


Ratinc OF LAND VALUuES.—-Petition from Croydon, for leyislation ; to lie 
>‘? upon the Table - nai wii on nai 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIquoRS ON SUNDAY BritL.—Petitions in favour: From 
Rye and South Norwood ; to lie upon the Table 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CENSUS OF IRELAND, 1901.—Copy presented, of Census of Ireland, Part I., Vol. 
IIL., Province of Ulster (County of Armagh) [by nase to lie upon 
the Table oa wo i ws x se Pr 


UGanpDA RaiLway Acts, 1896 aAnp 1900.—Account presented, showing the 
money issued from the Consolidated Fund under the provisions of the 
Uganda Railway Acts, 1896 (59 and 60 Viec., ¢. 38) and 1900 (63 and 64 
Vic., c. 11), and of the money expended and borrowed, and securities 
ereated, under the said Act, to 3lst March, 1901, together with the 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by om to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 193] ae ss ame 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2,806 [by tests to lie upon the 
Table ae se ; i ue kash wi 


Commons.—Mr. Crombie, Mr. Jeffreys, Mr. Heywood Johnstone, Mr. William 
Jones, Mr. Loyd, Mr. Roche, and Mr. Freeman-Thomas nominated 
members of the Select Committee on Commons, with Five Members to be 
added by the Committee of Selection.—(Sir William Walrond) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


PROPOSED SMALL-POX HospiTaL At HANWoRTH.—Question, Sir F. Dixon-Hart- 
land (Middlesex, Uxbridge) ; Answer, Local Government Board 


EpucaTion Bint—Errect on ENpow} stion, Mr. Lambert (Devon- 
shire, South Molton) ; Answer, Board of Education 








SCOTTISH CONTINUATION CLASSES.—-Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, Scottish Office a is 


GOVERNMENT DockyArD ContTracts— Farr WaGk, ETC.—Question, Mr 
Stuart Samuel (Tower Hamlets, Whitechapel) ; Answer, Admiralty 


CHINA OPERATIONS, 1901 — MEDALS AND GRATUITIES FOR NAVAL ForcE.— 
Question, Mr. John Hutton (Yorkshire, Richmond) ; Answer, Admiralty 


IncomME TAX—ASSESSMENTS UNDER SCHEDULE C.—Question, Mr. Stuart 
Samuel ; Answer, Treasury 


UnitTep [RisH LEAGUE AND THE POLICE.—-Question, Mr. William Abraham 
(Cork County, N.E.) ; Answer, Irish Office 


GOVERNMENT OFFICE, DARJEELING.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, India 
Office 


HimatayaA Narrow GAUGE RAILWAY. acintaentn Mr. Digs: Answer, India 
Office es a ii " : a ~ * 


District OFFICERS IN [INDIA—TENTAGE ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, India Office... a ee — és ‘an 66s 
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CoLtomBpo BREAKWATER.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Board of Trade 


Houses OF PARLIAMENT—RISK FROM NEIGHBOURING SEWERS.—Question, 
Mr. John Hutton ; Answer, Office of Works 


Hype Park CARRIAGE REGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. Marshall Hall (Lanca- 
shire, Southport) ; Answer, Office of Werks ... a ee ea io 





DIPLOMATIC SERVICE—PosiTION OF ATTACHES.—Question, Mr. Henniker 
Heaton (Canterbury) ; Answer, Foreign Office 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—PUBLICATION OF PROCEEDINGS AT CourRTS-MARTIAL 
AND Minirary Courts.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, §.) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


EXECUTION OF COMMANDER SCHEEPERS.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. sie fs 


Sm Repvers Buiier.—-Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


SPANISH-AMERICAN WaAr--British DipLomatTic ACTION PRECEDING THE 
War.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answer, The Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) 


Roman CatHoLic CHAPLAINS FOR THE NAvy.—Questions, Mr. Gilhooly (Cork 
County, W.) and Captain Donelan (Cork County, E.) ; Answers, The 
Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) ; 


ACCIDENTS IN Coat MiNeES.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) eee " 


ACCIDENTS IN METALLIFEROUS MINES.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, 
Mr. Ritchie 


IMPRISONMENT FOR CONTEMPT OF CouRT.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 
S.): Answer, Mr. Ritchie any * 


SHEFFIELD PARACHUTE FATALITY.—Questions, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, 
W.), and Mr. James Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) ; Answers, Mr. Ritchie .. 


HovusinG oF WorKING CLASSES IN LONDON.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas 
(Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government Board 
(Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) 


Otp Court Post Orrick.— Question, Mr. Gilhooly ; Answer, The Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) ... 


Irish RaiLwAy RATES—CoMPLAINTS OF IRISH WHISKEY MERCHANTs.— 
Question, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.); Answer, The President of the 
Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) al sae 


3ELFAST Povice Force.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answer, The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) i we a 
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InIisH BoarDED-OutT CHILDREN—LADY INsPECTOR.—Question, Mr. T. M. 
Healy ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham fie as on ws Jn 


ANNAGHMORE RioTs.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IRISH COMMISSIONERS OF NATIONAL EDUCATION.—Question, Ir. T. M. Healy ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ee = ae whi ie: ide 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE.—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs) ; Answer, The First Lord of the eed ast A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.)... : 


mittee a Selection, That ior had added to the Standing Committee on 
Law and Courts of Justice and Legal Procedure the following fifteex 
members in respect of the University of Wales (Graduates) Bill :—Sir 
William Anson, Mr. Vaughan-Davies, Mr. Edwards, Sir Michael Foster, 
Mr. Jebb, Mr. William Jones, Mr. Kenyon, General Laurie, Mr. Joseph 
Lawrence, Mr. Lloyd-George, Mr. Humphreys-Owen, Mr. Frederick 
Morgan, Mr. Herbert Roberts, Mr. Alfred Thomas, and eset biden 
Quin 


Report to lie upon the Table 


County Courts (Ireland) Bill.—{Lorps.]—Read the first time ; to be read a 


second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 224] 


NEW BILL. 


Ice Cream Shops (Scotland) (No. 2) Bill—‘‘ For the better regulation of 
Ice Cream Shops in Scotland,” presented by Mr. Orr-Ewing, under Standing 
Order 31 ; supported by Mr. Cameron Corbett, Mr. John Dewar, and Mr. 
Law ; to be read a second time upon Friday, and to be printed. {Bill 223] 


Royal Naval Reserve Volunteers Bill.—(Seconp Reapine.]—Order for 
Second Reading read. 


The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


Motion made and Question proposed, ‘That the Bill be now read a second 
time. 


Mr. Ediwund Robertson (Dundee) ... 

Mr, Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ... 

Mr. William Allan (Gateshead) 

Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) . 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean)... 

The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbr idge) 


Question put and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for Monday next. 
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Public Offices (Dublin) Bill. [Seconp Reapine.]—Order read, for resuming 


Adjourned Debate on Question [21st April] “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Question again proposed. 


Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 

Mr. Dillon(Mayo, EZ)... 

Mr. Mooney (Dublin Co., 8.) — ... 

Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) . ‘ 

The Financial Secretary to the T: reasury (Mr. “Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, EB.) .. se oe ; 

Mr. Clancy (Dublin Co., N. ) 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘That’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words, ‘this House is not prepared to proceed 
with this Bill unless the question of site is also left to the Select 
Committee.’ ”—(Mr. Clancy.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 

Mr. T. M. Healy ... 

Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, S.) 
Mr. Dillon.. 

Lord o “Urres (Lancashire, Chorley) 
Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) 
Mr. Macartney (Antrim, S.) ve 
Mr. Crean (Cork Co., 8.E.) 

Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ... 

Mr. John Gordon ee s) 
Mr. Leamy ( Kildare, N.) .. 

Mr. Wolff (Belfast, EB.) .. 

Mr. Power ( Waterford, E.) 


Question put. 

The House divided :—-Ayes, 198 ; Noes, 107. (Division List No. 182.) 

Main Question put, and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time. 

Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Bill be committed to a 
Select Committee of Five Members, Three to be nominated by the 
House and Two by the Committee of Selection.”—(Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain.) 

Mr. T, M. Healy ... 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ Five,’ and insert the word ‘ Fifteen.’ ”— 
(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 
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Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ Five’ stand part of the Question.” 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... ais on snd beih me .. 825 
Mr. Clancy ais aes ed ee aa oe sina ... 826 
Debate adjourned till Monday next. 
Post Office Sites Bill—{Seconp Reapinc.|—Order read, for resuming 


Adjourned debate on Question [5th May], “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Question again proposed. 


Mr, Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Question put and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed to a Select Committee of Five Mem- 
bers, Three to be nominated by the House, and Two by the Committee 
of selection. 


Ordered, that all Petitions against the Bill presented three clear days before 
the meeting of the Committee be referred to the Committee ; that the 
Petitioners praying to be heard by themselves, their Counsel, or Agents 
be heard against the Bill, and Counsel heard in support of the Bill. 


Ordered, that the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered that Three be the quorum.—(J/r. Austen Chamberlain.) 


New Forest (Sale of Land for Public Purposes) Bill. {Seconp Reapine. | 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time ” 


Mr. Caldwell 7 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
Mr. John Burns ( Battersea ) 


Question put and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed to a Select Committe of Five 
Members, Three to be nominated by the House, and Two by the Com- 
mittee of Selection. 


Ordered, That all Petitions against the Bill presented Three clear days before 
the meeting of the Committee be referred to the Committee ; that the 
Petitioners praying to be heard by themselves, their Counsel, or Agents 
be heard against the Bill, and Counsel heard in support of the Bill. 


Ordered, that the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, that Three be the quorum.—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
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Electric Lighting (London) Bill.—[Seconp Reapinc.]—Order for Second 
eading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Caldwell ; 831 
The President of the ‘Board of Trade saith “Gerald Balfour, Leeds + Central 833 
Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N.) oo . 834 


Question put and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time. 
SuppLy [18TH ApRiL]—REport. 
Resolutions reported — 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


1. “That a sum, not exceeding £2,411,250, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1903, for the salaries and the working expenses of the Post Office 
Telegraph Service.” 


2 “That a sum, not exceeding £5,961,815, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1903, for the salaries and expenses of the Post Office Services, the 
expenses of Post Office Savings Bank, and Government Annuities and 
Insurances, and the collection of the Post Office Revenue.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 
First Resolution agreed to. 


Second Resolution— 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That this House doth agree with 
the Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. Weir (Ross, Cromarty) 

Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, S.) 

Mr. Joseph A. Pease (Essex, Saffron Wa alden) 
Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, WV.) ae 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... sea 

Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


VOL. CVIII. [FOURTH SERIES. | 
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STEAMSHIP SuBsiDiEs.—Order read for resuming adjourned debate on Question 
[1st May], ‘That a Select Committee be appointed to inquire into the sub- 
sidies to steamship companies and sailing vessels under foreign Governments, 
and the effect thereby produced on British trade.”—(Sir William Walrond.) 


Question again proposed. 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) ... 

Mr. Charles Wilson (Hull, W.) 

Mr. Evelyn Cecil (Aston Manor) . 

Sir Alfred Hickman (Wolverhampton, W. ) 

Mr. Norman ( Wolverhampton, 8.)... 

Mr. Charles McArthur (Liverpool, E. rchange) 

Mr. William Allan (Gateshead) ... ial 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. ‘Gerald Balfour, Leeds Ce vee 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) _ 
Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, Shipley) 

Mr. Renwick, (Newcastle-on Tyne) .. : 

Mr. Duke (Plymouth) ‘ss 

Mr. David Maclver (Liverpool, Kirkdale) .. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed to inquire into the subsidies 
to steamship companies and sailing vessels under Foreign Govern- 
ments, and the effect thereby produced on British trade. 


PrivaTE BUSINESS. 


The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a Select Committee be 
appointed to inquire whether, in view of the change in the time at 
which Private Business is taken under the Resolution of 1st May, 1902, 
any alterations in Standing Orders are desirable in the interests of 
economy, efficiency, and general convenience.”—(Mr. 4. J. Balfour.) 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman ssaaited aac 
Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) . 
Mr. Renshaw (Warwickshire, W.) .. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 2, to leave out the words ‘in view of,’ and insert 
the words ‘subject to.’”—(MJr. Renshaw.) 


Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 

Mr. Dillon ... 

Mr. Gibson. Bowles (Lynn Regis) 

Mr. Blake ... 

Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman . 

Mr. Heywood Johnstone (Susser, Hor sham) 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Main Question,’ as amended, again proposed. 


Mr. T. M. Healy 
Mr. Gibson Bowles ... 


Question put and agreed to. 


Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed to inquire whether, subject 
to the change in the time at which private business is taken, under the “° 
Resolution of 1st May, 1902, any alterations in Standing Orders are 
desirable in the interests of economy, efficiency, and general convenience.’ 


NATIONAL’ EXPENDITURE.—Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed to 
inquire whether any plan can be advantageously adopted for enabling the 
House, by Select Committee or otherwise, more effectively to make an 
examination, not involving criticisms of policy, into the details of National 
Expenditure.—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) nih oo a 


Loan Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
(Mr. JEFFREYS, Hampshire, N., in the Chair.) 
Clause 1 :— 
Mr. Dillon ... 
Amendment proposed— 
“In line 16, to leave out the words ‘thirty-two,’ and insert the 
words ‘twenty-five.’ —(Mr. Dillon.) 
Question proposed, “That the words ‘thirty-two’ stand part of the Clause.” 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Avyes, 174; Noes, 43. (Division List No. 183.) 
Clause agreed to. 

Clause 2 agreed to. 


Bill reported, without Amendment; to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


SuppLy. [15TH MAy, AFTERNOON SITTING.] Report. 


Resolutions reported— 
Civi. SERVICE AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3.—C Lass I. 


1. “ That a sum, not exceeding £37,800, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the. year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903, for 
expenditure in respect of Royal Palaces and Marlborough House.” 

e2 
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2. “That a sum, not exceeding £66,200, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the 
Royal parks and pleasure gardens.” 


3. “That a sum, not exceeding £27,500, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in course 
of payment during tie year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the I 
Houses of Parliament buildings.” 


First Resolution read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question pers “That this House doth agree with 
the Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. Weir ... won - an ind ie ais wn ove I 
It being midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed tomorrow. v 


EDUCATION (IRELAND) (COMMISSIONERS’ ORDERS).—Return ordered, showing— 
g 


A.—(1) Number of Orders made by the Commissioners of National 
Education in Ireland, between the lst day of April, 1900, and the Ist day B 
of April, 1902, cancelling the salaries of assistant teachers in National 
schools owing to the average attendance being under sixty ; (2) And 
number of such appointments that would not have been cancelled if the L 
average attendance for an assistant were recognised at fifty instead of 
sixty ; (3) Also up to what date and for what period previously was an 
average attendance of fifty accepted by the Commissioners as sufficient to 
qualify a school for the services of an assistant ; (4) Amount of balance of 
Parliamentary Vote surrendered by the Commissioners of National 
Education to the Treasury for the financial years ended respectively, 31st Li 
day of March, 1900, 31st day of March, 1901, 31st day of March, 1902, 
with total for three years period. 


B.—-(1) Number of students in the male and female departments 
respectively of the Marlborough Street Training College at the commence- 
ment of current session (1901-2), with the religious denomination of such Le 
students ; (2) Corresponding returns for each of the training colleges 
under private management ”—(Mr. 7. M. Healy) we ole a 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS - THURSDAY, 29TH MAY, 1902. 
The House met at two of the clock. Cit 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
CompLieD WiTH).— Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders whichSare Ra 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz.— 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (Housing of Working 
Classes) (No. 2) Bill. 
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Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time tomorrow 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BiLtts (No STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE).—Mr. 
Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners. of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz.— 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time tomorrow ae pes 
Donegal Railway Bill [Lorps].—Read the third time, and passed without 

Amendment... ee ve ab =a fen es oe sia 


Waterford and Bishop Foy Endowed Schools Bill [Lorps].—Read the 
third time, and passed, with Amendments _... ai fon os ai 


West Ham Corporation Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 
Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway (Abandonment) Bill.—As amended, 


considered ; to be read the third time ee : a 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill.—Reported, 
with Amendments | Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table iss oe3 fer tae se ve ve a See 
Bill, as amended, to be considered Tomorrow. 

Local Government Provisional Order (Poor Law) Bill.—Reported, with- 
out Amendment | Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table ae by aba be ae foe ay ry 


Bill to be read the third time tomorrow. 


Local Government Provisional Order (Gas) Bill.— Reported, with Amend- 
ments [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table 


Bill, as amended, to be considered tomorrow. 


London County Council (Money) Bill.—Reported with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table ... aie am sat ae a fan 


City and Brixton Railway Bill.—Swansea Corporation Water Bot ; 
te 


Ashton-under-Lyne and Dukinfield Corporations (Alma Bridge, Etc.) Bill 
eg ; Newcastle and Gateshead Water Bill [Lords]; Swindon United 
as Bill [Lords]; Reported with Amendments. Reports to lie upon the 

Table, and to be printed ini —_ wp wae pee she oe 


RaiLway Butts (Group No. 8).—Mr. Compton RICKETT reported from the 
Committee on Group No. 8 of Kailway Bills, that the parties promoting the 
London United Tramways Bill had stated that the evidence of Mr. William 
Thomson, of 37, Mount Ararat Road, Richmond, Mr. R. W.S. Butter- 
worth, of Wimbledon, Clerk to the Wimbledon Urban District Council, Mr. 
Charles Hamlet Cooper, of Wimbledon, Surveyor to the Wimbledon Urban 
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District Council, Mr. John Eustace Anderson, of Barnes, Clerk to the Barnes 
Urban District Council, and Mr. George Bince Tomes, of Barnes, Surveyor 
to the Barnes Urban District Council, was essential to their case; and it 
having been proved that their attendance could not be procured ‘without 
the intervention of the House, he had been instructed to move that the said 
William Thomson, R. W. S. Butterworth, C. H. Cooper, John Eustace 
Anderson, and George Bince Tomes do attend the said Committee tomorrow 
at eleven of the clock. 


Ordered, That William Thomson, R. W. 8S. Butterworth, C. H. Cooper, 
John Eustace Anderson, and George Bince Tomes do attend the 
Committee on Group 8 of semened Bills tomorrow at eleven of 
the clock ‘7 jon ‘he nee oe 


Bradford Corporation Bill (Lorps).—The Chairman of Ways and Means, 
in pursuance of Standing Order No, 83, relating to Private Bills, informed 
the House that in his opinion the Bradford Corporation Bill {Lords} — 
unopposed; ought to be treated as an opposed Private Bill . 


PETITIONS. 


EpucaTion (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions against: From Driffield ; 
Berwickshire ; Disestablishment Council for Scotland ; Winlaton ; and Govan; 
to lie upon the Table 


EpucaTion (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLL.—Petitions for alteration ; From 
Leeds (six) ; Prestwick ; New Wortley ; and Birkdale ; to lie upon the Table 


FINANCE BiLt.—Petition from Berwickshire, for alteration : to lie upon the Table 


LicENSING BiLt.—Petitions in favour: From Ipswich ; Boston ; Cheltenham ; 
Reading ; and Westminster ;to lie upon the Table ... é 


LocaAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BILi.—Petition from 
Uxbridge, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 


MARRIAGE WITH DECEASED WIFE’s SISTER BILL.—Petitions against: From 
Paddington ; Sherborne ; South Chorlton ; Felton ; Nelson; Thirsk ; 
Carlisle ; and Godstone ; to lie upon the Table nm ni +i 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BiLu.—Petitions in favour: From Middleton ; and 
Birmingham ; to lie upon the Table ... aa 


Pusiic HEALTH AcTS AMENDMENT BILL.--Petitions in favour : From Halifax ; 
and Royton ; to lie upon the Table on an sn wil 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL.—-Petitions in favour: From 
Norwich ; and West Dulwich ; to lie upon the Table oe 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BoaRD OF TRADE (LABOUR DEPARTMENT).—Copy presented, of Eighth Annual 
Abstract of Labour Statistics of the United : a 7 1900-1901 [by 
Command! ; to lie upon the Table’ 
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Census OF ENGLAND AND WALES, 1901.—Copy presented, of Census of Eng- 
land and W; -_? 1901 rte A of een [by seaasenenin ie to lie — the 
Table... . ose 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual vaaiaei Nos. 28u7 to 2810 [by senate to lie 
upon the Table .. R ; 


Papers laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House— 


1. ARUNDEL Port.—Copy of Annual Report and General Account of the 
Commissioners of Arundel Port for period from 25th March 1901, to 25th 
March 1902 [by Act] . na “aa _ ve ‘ si 


2. County Courts Act, 1888, AND SUPREME Court OF JUDICATURE (OFFICERS) 
Act, 1879.—Copy of Order made by the Lord Chancellor, dated 28th May 
1902, directing that the Registrar of the County Court of Devonshire, held 
at Exeter, shall not practise as a solicitor, and that Section 20 of The 
Supreme Court of Judicature (Officers) Act, 1879, shall not t apply to the 
office of Registrar of the said County Court [by Act] ne 


Post OFFICE SITES (EXPENSES).—Committee to consider of authorising the 
payment out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, of all sums payable 
by the Postmaster General under any Act of the present Session to enable 
His Majesty’s Postmaster General to acquire lands in the County of London 
for the Public Service, and of all expenses incurred in carrying into effect 
the provisions of such Act (King’s Recommendation signified), tomorrow.— 
(Sir William Walrond) ... nn wie sn “ns v4 o , 


ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS (IRELAND).—Return ordered, “ giving the number 
of Arrests for Drunkenness within the metropolitan polic e district of Dublin 
and the cities of Belfast, Cork, Limerick, and Waterford on Sundays be- 
tween the Ist day of May, 1901, and the 30th day of April, 1902, both days 
inclusive, the arrests being given from 8 a.m. on Sundays till 8 am. on 
Mondays.” 


“ And, similar Returns for the rest of Ireland from the lst day of May, 
1901, to the 30th day of April, 1902 (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 193, of Session, 1901).”—(Mr. William Johnston) . ee 


PILOTAGE ORDER CONFIRMATION BriLL.—Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals contained in she Provisional Order 
included in the Pilotage Order Confirmation Rill.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour)... 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 1) Brtt-—Copy ordered, “ of 
Memorandum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Pro- 
visional Orders included in the Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BrLt.—Copy ordered, “ of 
Memorandum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Pro- 
visional Orders included in the Pier and Harbour: Provisional Orders: 
(No. 2) Bill.”—( Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


oe 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCLLATED WITH THE VOTES. 


INDIAN RAILWAYS—AUTOMATIC BRAKES—Question, Mr. Weir: (Ross and: 
Cromarty): Answer, India Office ids bed oJ a 
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DaRJEELING Court SITTINGS—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, India Office 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING—SUGGESTED REWARDS TO FISHERMEN, ETC.—Question, 
Mr. Weir ; Answer, Scottish Office ... : ae me wes Pea 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING IN BROAD BAy—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Scottish 
Oftice : wre An sea “3 é es von i 


READING Post aaa cnamaaee Mr. —: Palmer + eae Z esenes 
Post Office me ait 


CasTLEBAR Post OFFicE—Question, Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, —_ Answer, 
Post Office wes . sal one one 


PorTREATH Coast GUARD a Mr. Richards dines BE); 
Answer, Admiralty ‘ ove 


RICHARD CLOUDESLEY EsTaTE— ms Mr. — setae W. ys ; Answer, 
Mr. Attorney General . : : iis 


Census (1901) PRELIMINARY REPORT, ENGLAND AND WALES,--Question, 
Mr. John Ellis sii tania Rushelife); Answer, Local Government 


CORONATION PROCESSIONS—ACCOMMODATION FOR MEMBERS.—Question, Mr. 
Alfred Davies (Carmarthen Boroughs) ; Answer, Office of Works ... “ 


IrR1IsH AGRICULTURE, ETC., DEPARTMENT PUBLICATIONS.— Question, Mr. 
Richards ; Answer, Irish Office aa sa Ke a ne 


Irish LABOURERS ACTS—DUNVEGAN SCHEME. linn Mr. O’Shee (Water- 
ford, W.) ; Answer, Irish Office : ints ; 


CORONATION PROCESSION—ACCOMMODATIONF OR OFFICERS. cme Lt.-Col. 
Pilkington (Lancashire, Newton) ; Answer, War Office ‘ ; 


LaBUAN.—TAXATION—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of 
Dean) ; Answer, Colonial Office ga oe ia ab 


CONFERENCE WITH COLONIAL REPRESENTATIVES.—Question, Sir John Colomb 
(Great Yarmouth) ; Answer, Colonial Office... : sd i 


EpucaTion BILL.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, Treasury 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—PEACE NEGOTIATIONS—BUSINESS OF THE HousE.— 
Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs); Answer, The 
First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) om 


Navy—CarRE OF HypDRAULIC AND TORPEDO MACHINERY.—Question, Colonel 
Denny (Kilmarnock Burghs) ; Answer, The } to the vanes 
(Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) ia 
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NavaL ENGINES.—Questions, Colonel Denny ; Answers, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... 898 


ENGINEER OFFICERS AND seenaececaamaseltle cia Colonel Denny ; Answer, 
Mr. Arnold-Forster _... sie an pa “a sid ... 900 


CONSULAR SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, 8S.) ; Answer, 
The Under or of State for ioe Affairs —— Cranborne, 
Rochester) : 


Hours oF RatLway SERVANTS.—Questions, Captain Norton (Newington, W.) 
and Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answers, The President of 
the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) ate 


Motor Car Sprep REGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. Norman; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


ACCIDENTS FROM USE OF ELECTRICITY IN MINEs.- Racin Mr. Markham ; 
Answers, Mr. Ritchie ... su Pe. ae et bs a 


CoRONATION STANDS—PRECAUTIONS TO SECURE SAFETY.—Question, Mr. Thomas 
Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Local 
Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) .. 


LanD ReGistry OFFice.—Question, Mr. Eugene Wason (Clackmannan and 
Kinross); Answer, The ow General i Robert res § Inverness 
Burghs) ... pie : : 


PARLIAMENT BUILDINGS—PROpOSED ELECTROPHONE.—Question, Mr. John 
Campbell (Armagh, 8.) ; Answer, The First Commissioner of Works wen 
Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustines) ns ‘ss 


TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION NEAR HERMITAGE WHARF.—Question, Mr. 
Thomas Dewar ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the —— (Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) ... , we. 


DuNDALK OLD GAoL.--Question, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.); Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) fe on re 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING—REDUCTIONS OF PENALTIE.—Questions, Mr. T. M. Healy, 
and Captain Donelan (Cork County, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


Goops Rates ON IRIsH RAILWays. i aaa) Mr. een mn 8); 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ; 


JULIANSTOWN POLICE BARRACKS. an Mr. Carew on ich Answer, 
Mr. Wyndhan ... és Pe > a , 


BoaRDED Out PaupER CHILDREN—LADY INSPECTOR.—Question, Capt. 
Donelan ; Answer, Mr. Wyndhan ... . ass sons se 


WARBURTON ESTATE, QUEEN’s CouNTy.—Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s 
County, Ossory) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham . i“ ~ mA ioe 


RIGHT OF PuBLIC MEETING IN IRELAND—CONDUCT OF POLICE.—Question, 
Mr. Nannetti; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ve ine 
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DuNDALK Post OrricE STAFF—RELIGIOUS BELIEFs.—Questions, Mr. T. M. 
Healy ; Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... ae ~ 


TREASURY CONTRIBUTION TO DUBLIN RATES.—Questions, Mr. T, M. Healy and 
Mr. Clancy (Dublin Co,, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain... 


WHITSUNTIDE BANK Ho.ipay. — Question, Mr. Runciman scaaeae ich r 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... . ae =~ hel E 


DELAY IN REPLY TO A QuEsTION.—Mr. E. J. C. Morton (Devonport) 


RicHT OF PuBLIC MEETING IN IRELAND—Conpuct OF PoLIcE—MOorTION 
FOR ADJOURNMENT.—Mr. NANNETTI, Member for Dublin (College Green 
Division), rose in his place, and asked leave to move the adjournment of 
the House for the purpose of discussing a definite matter of urgent public 
importance, viz., “ The action of the Irish Executive in forcibly preventing 
a public meeting of the citizens of Dublin, and in assaulting a Member of 
this House and others”; but the pleasure of the House not having been 
signified, Mr SPEAKER called on those Members who supported the Mction 
to rise in their places, and not less than forty Members having accordingly 
risen— 


The Motion stood over, under wbieasiealls Order " until the heataaies 
Sitting, this day 


SuppLY—TENTH ALLOTTED Day. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Navy EstTIMATEs, 1902-3. 


1.—£4,812,700, Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, ete.—Matériel. 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) .. 

The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold- Forder, Belfast, W,) 
Mr. Samuel Roberts (Sheffield, _— 

Mr. William Allan (Gateshead) . 

Lord Charles Beresford (iv “oolwich) 

Mr. Penn (Lewisham). 

Mr. James Hope (Sheffield, Brightside). 

Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth)... 

Sir Fortescue Flannery — Shipley) 

Str Edward Reed (Cardiff) 

Mr. Arnold-Forster... 

Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ‘ 

Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) 


Vote agreed to. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £7,665,800 
be granted to His Majesty to defray the expense of the contract work 
for shipbuilding, repairs, etc., which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903.” 

Sir John Colomb 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Item I be omitted.”—(Sir 
John Colomb.) 


Mr. Arnold Forster 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 
Sir John Colomb ‘ 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


Motion made and Question put, “ That Item I (Royal Reserve of Merchant 
Cruisers) be reduced by £21,000.”—(Sir John Colomb.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 73; Noes, 150. (Division List No. 184.) 
Original Question put and agreed to. 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported Tomorrow Committee to sit again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 


RiGHT OF PUBLIC MEETING IN IRELAND—ConbDucT OF PoLice [Motion for 
Adjournment]. 


Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, EE.) ... vas 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That this House do now adjourn.” 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland ae 7yndham, as 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) . 
Col. Saunderson (Armagh, N.) 
Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., N.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFour rose in his place, and moved “That the Question 
be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 195; Noes, 69. (Division List No. 185.) 
Question put accordingly, ‘That this House do now adjourn.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 66 ; Noes, 206. (Division List No. 186.) 
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London and India Docks (Various Powers) Bill (sy Orper); North 
Eastern Railway Bill (by Order).—Read the third time and passed. 


SuppLty.—TENTH ALLOTTED Day. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 
Army ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 

1. £355,000, Ordnance Factories. 
Navy Estimates, 1902-3. 

2. £368,000, Miscellaneous Effective Services. 

Vote agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported Tomorrow ; Committee to sit again tomorrow. 


Mr. Dillon... ate 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 


SuppLy [18TH AprIL| Rerort. 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Question {I 8th April], “ That 


this House doth agree with the Committee in the Second Resolution, 
‘That a sum, not exceeding £5,961,815, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1903, for the salaries and expenses of the Post Office Services, the 
expenses of the Post Office Savings Banks, and Government Annuities 
and Insurances, and the collection of the Post Office Revenue.” 


Question again proposed. 

Debate resumed. 

Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 178; Noes, 63. (Division List No. 187.) ... 1004 


Supp.y (15TH May, Evenine Sittinc]—Report. 
Resolution reported— 
Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EsTIMATES, 1902-3.—C.ass III. 


“That a sum, not exceeding £29,395, be granted to His Majesty to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903, for the 
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salaries of the Commissioners and Assistant Commissioners of the Metro- 
politan Police and of the Receiver for the Metropolitan Police District, the 


y and expenses of officers of Metropolitan Police employed on special 
Sitios, and the salaries and expenses of the Inspectors of Constabulary.” 


Resolution read a second time. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the Resolution.” 
Mr. Weir ... oan sal ats 7 on ai én ..- 1007 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) ies an .-- 1007 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) “te som own --- 1008 


It being midnight, the debate stood adjourned. Debate to be resumed 
Tomorrow. 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, FRIDAY, May 30t, 1902. 
The House met at Twelve of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivaTE Bitts [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
Compiiep WitTH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz.— 


Northumberland Electric Tramways Bill [ Zords]. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
Wirn).— Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, referred 
on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable 
thereto have been complied with, viz.— 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill. 


London (Poplar) Provisional Order Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time on Monday next 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE).— Mr. Speaker 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz.— 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 15) Bill. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time on Monday next 
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North we ye olitan Electric alia Bapply Bilt. + Read the’ third time and” 
ew Title. | 1010 
Richmond Hill  cieeaieeenaan aed eae _ Read the third time, and 
passed ... .- 1010 








Chigwell, Loughton, and Woodford Gas = oameties —As amended, con- 
sideted }'to be'read the third’time ... ods es ... 1010 











Croydon and District Electric Tramways Bill.—As amended, considered ; 
an Amendment made ; Bill. to be-read the third time : ie .-- 1010 









London County Council (Subways and Tramways) Bill.—Con- 
sideration, as amended, postponed, under Order (lst May), till Thurs- 
day next, at the Evening Sitting, by the Chairman of Ways and Means.... 1010 





London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill.—Consider- 
ation, as amended, postponed, under Order (1st May), till Thursday next 
at the Evening Sitting, by the Chairman of Ways and Means is --- 1010 





Scottish Equitable Life Assurance ~d = anid —As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time ‘ . 1010 





Local Government wine ramen camel seed ene —Read the third 
time, and passed ne ’ 









Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill ; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Order (Gas) Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time upon’ Monday next... sid oe ae a .- 1010 







Local Government (Ireland) Provisi nal Order (Housing of Working 
Classes) (No. 2) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill.—Read a second time, and 
committed ia a wok my 












OYSTER AND MUSSEL FISHERY PROVISIONAL OrDERS.—Bill to confirm Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the Sea Fisheries Act, 1868, relating to 
Boston and to the estuary of the River Tees, ordered to ‘be brought in by 

Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... A . 1011 






Oyster and Mussel Fishery Provisional Orders Bill.—“ To confirm Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the Sea Fisheries Act, 1868, relating to 
Boston and to the Estuary of the River Tees,” presented accordingly, ‘and 

read the first time; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 

Bills, and to be printed [Bill 225. | 


PETITIONS. 








EpucaTIon (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLL—Petition from Buckinghamshire, 
against ; to lie upon the Table ee ee ti ma 









EpucaTion (ENGLAND AND WaLEsS) BILL.—Petitions for alteration: from 
Hornsey ; Crossgates ; and Kirkstall ; to lie upon the Table one .. LOL 









ELEMENTARY EpucaTion.—Petition from Halifax, for alteration of law ; to lie 
upon the Table .. - ‘ ik 








10 


10 
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FINANCE BILL. —Petition from Crook, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table 





Ice Cream SHops (ScoTLAND) BILL.—Petition of Royal and -other ee of 
Scotland, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... ‘ 


LIcENSING BiLt.—Petitions in favour: from Barton-upon-Irwell ; Liverpool ; 
Cardiff ; Lerwick ; Burnley ; Holsworthy ; York ; and i to lie _ 
the Table ... " 


MARRIAGE WITH A DecEASED WIFE’s SISTER BILL.—Petitions against: from 
Bournem>uth ; Alnwick ; Exmouth ; Westminster ; London ; °Willingate ; 
Doe ; Sowerby ; Grantham; Truro; Cornwall; South Kensington ; and 
Earl’s Court ; to lie upon the Table ... i , 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE (EXTENSION TO WOMEN) BILL. —Petition of me 
and other burghs of Scotland, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL.—Petitions in favour ; from Cardiff (two) ; ; and 
Knatsford ; to lie upon the Table ra sae a 


PusLic HeaLTH ACTS AMENDMENT BiLL.—Petitions in favour: from Burnley ; 
and. Hebden Bridge ; to lie upon the Table ... : as we ‘ 


Pustic Houses (Hours or CLosinG) (SCOTLAND) Act (1887) AMENDMENT 
Bi__.—Petition from Royal:and other burghs of Scotland, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table ... : a ne wd aa ‘ es 


Roya DecLaraTion. —Petition from Arbroath, against alteration of law ; to lie 
upon the Table ... “ 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY (MONMOUTHSHIRE. ) —Petition from 
Manchester, for prohibition ; to lie upon the Table ... i me 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL:—Petitions in favour: from 
Chatham ; and Watford ; to lie upon the Table 


SunDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BILL. —Petition from Rosebank, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table ... ‘ ae 


TRAWLER’S CERTIFICATES SUSPENSION BiLL.—Petition from Zetland, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table pa ai pee 


RETURNS, REPORTS ee. 


DIsEASES OF ANIMALS Acts. —Copy presented, of Report of Proceedings by the 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction for Ireland, under the 
Diseases of Animals Acts, for the year 1901 [by seseeiaiess to lie upon the 
Table ; sed wie ta % 


PILOTAGE ORDER CONFIRMATION BiILL.—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 29th May ; Mr. Gerald Balfour]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 194.] ree bb igh en nik ee a 


PieR AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 1) BILL.—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 29th May; Mr. Gerald potash to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 195] .. ae a 
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PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL.—Return presented, 


relative thereto [ordered 29th May ; Mr. Gerald sti I to lie enaie the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 196] .. ‘ 


East INpIA (INDIA OFFICE, RETIREMENT AT 65).—Address for “ Return of Copy 
of Minute by the Secretary of State for India, stating the circumstances 
under which two members of his permanent establishment have been 
retained in the Service after “= have attained the - of 65.” or 
George Hamilton.) on ‘ , 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


St. Luxe’s Fire—Low FL asu O1L.—Question, Mr. Richards (Finsbury, E.) ; 
Answer, Home Office - ‘ak ie = mee mes fentk 


Biack FLAG AT EXECUTIONS. ee, Mr. Petition a aia 
Answer, Home Office 


EpucaTion Bitt—DISSENTERS ON MANAGEMENT COMMITTEES.—Question, Mr. 
Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland); Answer, Board of Education 


“ BRITANNIA” CADETS—PUNISHMENT RULES.—Question, Mr. Corrie Grant 
(Warwickshire, Rugby) ; Answer, Admiralty se 


DUBLIN COLLEGE OF SCIENCE AND GOVERNMENT OFFICES—PROPORTION OF 
EXPENDITURE. — Question, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.); Answer, 
Treasury — Sos ju an om an ca 


CoTTaGES IN THE ROCKFIELD CONGESTED Districts EsTATE, CONNEMARA.— 
Question, Mr. O'Malley (Galway, Connemara); Answer, Irish Office 


Supp.y [11TH ALLotrep Day}. 

Considered in Committee :— 

(In the Committee.) 
Mr. J. W. LowTHER (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 
Civit SERVICE EsTIMATES, 1902-3.—C ass II. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £92,356, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903, for the Salaries and Expenses 


of the Office of His Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Home 
Department. and Subordinate Offices.” 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of me. 
Mr. Coghill (Stoke-on-Trent) o 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) 
Mr. Asquith (Fife, EB.) . 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department ar Ritchie, ( roy). 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, atta 

‘aptain Norton (Newington, W) . 
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Mr. Ritchie 

Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Horton) 
Captain Norton... 

Captain Balfour (Middesez, Hornsey 

Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, S.) .. 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) . 

Mr. Scott-Montagu (Hampshire, New » Forest) 
Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, — ‘ 
Mr. Tomkinson (Cheshire, iia 

Mr. Seely (Lincoln) ‘ a 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) _ ... 

Mr. Soames (Norfolk, 8.) . 

Sir James Joicey (Durham, “Chester-le Street) 
Mr. Charles Spencer (Northamptonshire, Mid) 
Mr. A. E. Pease (Yorkshire, Cleveland) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 108; Noes, 190. (Division List No. 188.) 
Original Question again proposed. 

Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) 


Motion made and Question proposed—“ That a sum, not exceeding £91,856, 


be granted for the said Service.” —(Mr Weir.) 
Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping) ... 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ... 
Mr. Ritchie ce 5a a9 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again upon 
Monday next. 


Private Bitts (Group K).—Ordered, That Burrough Cosens do attend the said 
Committee on Group K of Private Bills on 1 Tuesday next, at half- -_ 
eleven of the clock ss une : 1 


Liverpool Corporation Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ; : Rages to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed x) bas 


Raitbway Britis (Group 8).—Mr. Compton RIcKETT reported from the 
Committee on Group No. 8. of Railway Bills, That, for the convenience of 


parties, the Committee had adjourned until Tuesday next, at Eleven of the 
Clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table ... 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Six o’clock till Monday 
next. 





VOL. CVIII. [Fourrn Sgriss.] 


. 10 


~ 


( 


. 1071 


w» 1073 
... 1073 
. 1074 


6 





Ixxxil TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


June 2. 


HOUSE OF LORDS : MONDAY. 2np JUNE, 1902. 


EARL OF SHEFFIELD.— Petition of Henry North Holroyd Earl of Sheffield, in the 
Peerage of Ireland, claiming a right to vote at the elections of Representative 
Peers “of Ireland ; reat, and referred to the Lord Chancellor to consider and 
report thereon to the House “ ‘ 


SaT First 


The Lord Kensington sat first in Parliament after the death of his 
brother. 


The Lord Sefton > A sat first in Parliament after the death of 
his brother we és ° 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Halifax Corporation Bill; Metropolitan istrict Railway Bill.—Examiner’s 
Certificates of non-compliance with the Standing Orders referred to the 
Standing Orders Committee on Tuesday the 10th instant. 


West and South London Junction Railway Bill [.1.].—The Chairman of 
Committees informed the House that the promoters do not intend to pro- 
ceed further with the Bill: The Orders made on the 20th of January and 
the 20th of March last, discharged : re That the Bill be not further 
proceeded with ‘ a ; ‘es eee oa igs om 


Birkenhead ieee Bill.—The Chairman of Committees informed the 
House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn: The Order made on 
the 13th of May last, discharged, and Bill committed one 


Mexborough and Swindon Tramways _ an L. ia —Reported from the Select 
Committee with Amendments j = Pan res ps 


Bristol Corporation Bill [u...].—-The King’s consent signified; and Bill re- 
ported from the Select Committee, w ith Amendments ‘ 2 op 


Central London Railway (New a Bill ae } Reported from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments.. 


Scarborough Tramways Bill.—Read 2°, and committed 


Imperial Institute Bill [H.L.].—Read X Amendments made; Bill a 
and sent to the Commons 


Hastings Harbour District Railway Sci a of ¢ Time) _ ts rat — 
Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the Commons i 


Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban District Council Bill.—Huddersfield 
Corporation Bill ; Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway Bill ; Leaming- 
ton Corporation Bill; London and India Docks (Various Powers) Bill ; 
London and North-Western Railway Bill; North-Eastern Railway Bill; 
North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply ‘Bill ; Richmond Hill (Preserva- 
tion of View) Bill ; West Ham Corporation Bill. _—Brought from the Com- 
mons ; read 1*; and referred to the Examiners “ ; 


Birmingham Assay Office Bill [1.1.]; Deal and Walmer Gas Bill [H.1.]; 
Donegal Railway Bill [u.1.]; Plymouth, Devonport, and South-Western 
Junction Railway Bill [H.1.]. Returned from the Comnions agreed’ to ° 


. 10 


Lod 


( 
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Waterford and Bishop Foy Endowed Schools Bill {. L - —Lleturned from 


the Commons agreed to, with Amendments ... - 1078 


London and South-Western Railway Bill [1-L.]; Street Urban District 
Council Water Bill [u.L.]; Tyne Improvement Commission Bill [ H.L. ].— 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments; the said 

Amendments considered, and agreed to ae ike oS sah ... 1078 









Cornwall Electric Power Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to oe ne: on ae v . 1079 














King’s Road Railway Bill [ 1... }|.—King’s Road Railway (Putney Extension) 
Bill [u.t.]; North-East London Railway (No. 1) Bill {HL.]; North-East 

London Railway (No. 2) Bill [1.1.]; Piccadilly and City Railway (No. 1) 

Bill [#.L.] ; Piccadilly and City Railway (No. 2) Bill [1-1.].—Re sport from 

the Select Committee. That the Committee adjourned on certain days 

during the recess at Whitsuntide for the convenience of parties ... oe 1079 


West and South Londoa Junction Railway Bill [1.L.}.- London United 
Electric Railways Bill [u.L.]; Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway 
(New Lines, etc.) Bill “ m4 Central London Railway (New Lines) Bill 

| H.L. }. —Report from the Select Committee, That the Committee adjourned 

on certain days during the recess at Whitsuntide for the convenience of 


parties 1079 














King’s Road Railway Bill [1.1.]; King’s Road Railway (Putney Extension) 
ill a —Keport from the Select Committee, That it is not expedient 
to proceed further with the Bills ; read, and ordered to lie on the ‘Table .... 1079 


b] 


Local Government Gan Poennt seead - aes Bill.—Read 3* 
and passed aad 





Paisley Gas Provisional Order Confirmation Bill as 1... Committed to a 
Committee of the whole House tomorrow ... ps ae ..- 1079 





Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [1.1.]; Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill [u.1.]; Educational Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, 
etc.) Bill [H.L.]; Ex dueational Board Provisional Order Confirmation (Swan- 
sea United District) eae 2) Bill =i. m “| —Committed to a Committee of the 
whole House ... so ie ve ... 1080 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill [u.1.] ; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [1.L.] ; Tramways Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2) Bill [H..]; Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation 
(London) Bill [H.1.}. Committed. The Committees to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection oe ee ie des be _ ... L080 












Local Government Provisional Order (Poor Law) Bill.—Brought from the 
Commons; read 1*; to be printed; and referred to the Examiners. 

(No. 79.) Ly — ve “et < ins re ae. ... LOSU 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the following Papers having 

been commanded to be presented to this House by His Majesty had been so 

presented on the following dates by delivery to the Clerk ot the Parliaments 


pursuant to Order of the House of the ith February, 1896, viz — ... 1080 
S2 
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SouTH AFRICA. 


I. Papers relating to the Administration of Martial Law in South 
Africa. (May 21.) 


II. Statistics of Refugee Camps in South Africa (in continuation of 
(Cd. 939.], April, 1902). (May 28.) a ie kak ‘ih 


TRADE Reports : ANNUAL SERIES. 


No. 2798, United States (Philadephia). 
No. 2799. United (Beira). 

No. 2800. Greece (Ionian Islands). 

No. 2801. Italy (Elba). (May 21.) 

No. 2802. China (Wuhu). 

No. 2803. Persia (Persian Gulf.) 

No. 2804. China (Ningpo). 

No, 2805. France (Brest). (May 24.) 

No. 2806. France (Cherbourg). (May 28.) 
No. 2087. Peru. 

No. 2808. France (Dunkirk). 

No, 2809. Italy (Leghorn) 

No. 2810. Russia (Poland and Lithuania) ... 


MISCELLANEOUS, No. 6 (1902). 


Return of the names, ages, and previous employment of persons 
appointed to the Salaried Consular Service, 1897 to 1902. (May 24.) 
30ARD OF EDUCATION. 

I. Revised Instructions applicable to the Code of 1902. (May 27.) 

II. Draft Order in Council for further transfer of Powers to the 


3oard of Education from the Charity Commissioners, under the Board of 
Education Act, 1899, Section 2. (May 28) ... 


30ARD OF AGRICULTURE. 


Agricultural Returns (Great Britain) showing the acreage and produce 
of crops, prices of corn, and number of live stock, with agricultural 
statistics for the United Kingdom, British possessions, and Foreign 
Countries, 1901. (May 28) bo ro es sacs 


CENsUs OF IRELAND, 1901. 
Part I. Vol. III. Province of Ulster. (May 29) 
MONEY ORDERS. 


Agreement for the exchange of money orders between the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and the Republic of Liberia. 
(May 29) a Pr ai 


CENSUS OF ENGLAND AND WALES, 1901. 


County of Stafford (area, houses, and population), also population 
classified by ages, condition as to marriage, _— birthplaces and 
infirmities. (May 29) “ne ie sii 
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9, LABOUR STATISTICS, 


Eighth annual abstract of labour statistics of the United aga 
1900-1901. (May 31) sas ee ion a ‘a 


10. DiskasEs oF ANIMALS ACT.— 
Report of Proceedings as regards Ireland, for the year 1901. (May 31). 
The same were ordered to Tie on the Table : nae , 


SouTH er -aas respecting terms of surrender of Boer 
Forces in the Field oe ih ve 


IrtsH LAND CoMMIssION (JUDICIAL RENTS).—Returns for the months of a 
August, September and October, 1901 wala oe 


TRADE Reports: ANNUAL SERIES.— 
No. 2811. Portugal (Lourengo Marques) ; 
No, 2812. Portugal (Tete). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table... 


InpiA (INDIA OFFICE SUPERANNUATION ALLOWANCE). — Minute, by the 
Secretary of State for India, stating that the circumstances under which 
superannuation allowance has been granted in accordance with Section 2 of 
the Superannuation Act, 1887, to one of the assistants of the Auditor of 
Indian Accounts : ase ns oe hi 


County Courts Act, 1888.—Order of the Lord Chancellor, dated 28th of May 
1902, under Section 45 of the Act, ordering that John Edward Daw, 
Registrar of the County Court of Devonshire, held at Exeter, shall not prac- 
tice as a solicitor, and that Section 20 of the Supreme Court of Judicature 
= Act, 1879, shall not apply t to the office of the said John Edward 

Jaw 


ELEctTRIC LIGHTING Acts, 1882 AND 1888, Special Report “ the Board of 
Trade under Section | of the Electric Lighting Act, 1888. ‘ - 


Potice (CountIES AND BoroucHs, ENGLAND AND WALES).—Reports of His 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Pacinineinitin ss for the — ended 29th ee 
1901 is “ ye ‘ 


POLLING DistRICTs.— 


1. (County of Southampton)—Order made by the County Council of 
the County of Southampton, altering certain polling districts in the 
Andover Parliamentary Division 


2. Borough of Christchurch—Order made by the Council of the 
Borough of Christchurch, altering certain polling districts in the borough 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts, 1853 TO 1891 (CONDITIONAL LICENCE).—Licence 
granted by His Majesty to Mary Ann Kelly, a convict under detention in 
Aylesbury Prison, ermitting her to be at large on condition that she 
enter the Elizabeth Fry Refuse, Hackney, E. 


SUPERANNUATION. — 
1. Treasury Minute, dated 12th of May 1902, granting to Mr. Donald 
McLean, Postmaster at Helensburgh, a retiring allowance under Section 2 
of the Act 
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Treasury Minute, dated 20th May 1902, declaring that Rober 
W ake Royal Laboratory, War Office, was appointed without a Civil 


Service certificate through inadvertence on the part of the head of his 
department 


INTERMEDIATE Epccation (IRELAND).—Rules and programme of examinations 
for 1903 


GENERAL Prisons (IRELAND) Act, 1877.—Rules for Visiting Commitees of 
ordinary prisons in Ireland. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table as 


Mepway Conservancy,—Statement of receipts and expenditure of the conser- 
vators, for the year from 25th March, 1901, to the 25th March, 1902 


ARUNDEL Port.-—Account and Report for 1901-1902. 
Delivered (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


BeNnerices (City or LoNpoN).—Return respecting. Laid before the House 
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(pursuant to order of the 6th of March last), and to be printed. (No. 78.) 1084 

THE LATE Lorn» PAUNCEFOTE., 

The Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal _ siete of Oe . 1084 
Lord Tueedinonth eee ee ose 1085 
The Earl of Rosebery 1085 
SoutTH ArricAN WaAr—TERMS oF PEACE, 
The Marquess of Salishury... 1086 
Lord Tweedmouth ats 1088 
Earl of Rosebery 1088 
House adjourned at five minutes before Five o'clock, till Tomorrow, 
a quarter past Four o'clock, 
HOUSE OF COMMONS; Monpay, 2npD JUNE, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the Clock, 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING OrDERS APPLICABLE THERETO Com- 
PLIED WITtH.—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the following 
Bills referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :— 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill. 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill. 
Ordered that the Bills be read a second time tomorrow ‘tie 1089 

ProvisioNAL Orper Bitts (No Stanpinc Orpers APpPLICABLE).—Mr. 
Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, that, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz, :— 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill. 
Ordered that the Bill he read a second time Tomorrow 1089 
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Bristol Water Bill ag: a Sg ewcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Tramways Bill 
[Lords] ; Renfrew Harbour my, wenn Rhymney Railway Bill [Lords 
South-Eastern and London and Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill rors 
Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill waa Read a second time and 
committed wes hes vd wr es 


ieontingien aa aca — [By a —Read the third time and 
passed .., ‘ 


London and North-Western Railway Bill [By siete Kine’s Consenr 
Sianiriep] ; Read the third time and passed 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill; Local 
— Provisional Order (Gas) Bill; Read the third time and 
pass i i o i 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill; Local Govern- 


ment Provisional Orders (No, 14) Bill; Local Government. Provisional 
Order (No. 15) Bill; London (Poplar) Provisional Order Bill; Read a 
second time and committed “ > 


PETITIONS, 
CanaAL TRAFFIC BiLL,—Petition from Bath in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petition from Moorsholm cum 
Gerrick against ; to lie upon the Table és oon ve ; 


ELEMENTARY EpucATION.—Petition from Otley, for alteration of Law ; to lie 
upon the Table ... ° ‘a 0 an ‘ 


LICENSING BiLu.—Petitions in favour; From Camborne and London ; to lie 
upon the Table ... 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WiFr’s SISTER BiLt.—Petition against ; From 
Sydenham; Retford; Bristol ; Walsall; and Lichfield; to lie upon the 
Table a“ ws oe me ses aes aw be a 


PLUMBER'S REGISTRATION Biti.—Petition from Ashton-under-Lyne, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ... ove : i ‘ie ie : 


VACCINATION ProsEcuTiIoNsS Biti.—Petition from Keighley, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table ... via es re 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Sout Arrica.—Copy presented, of Correspondence respecting Terms of Sur- 
render of the Boer Forces in the Field dad Command]; to lie upon the 
Table - a oF _ , 


PoLtinc Districts (County oF SouTHAMPTON).—Copy presented, of Order 
made by the County Council of the County of Southampton altering certain 
Polling Districts in the Andover Parliamentary Division [by Act}; to lie 
upon the Table . oe ~ be _ as 


Trish LAND Commission (JUDICIAL RENTS).—Copy sean of Return of 
Judicial Rents fixed during the months of — to October, 1901 [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table .. ; a 
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E.ectric Licntinc Acts 1882 AND 1888.—Copy presented, of Special Report 
by the Board of Trade under Section (1) of the Electric Lighting Act, 1888 
—Pokesdown Electric Lighting Provisional Order |by Command] ; to lie 
uponthe Table ... ons ana _- se rai A wee ees 





East Inpia (INDIA OFFICE SUPERANNUATION ALLOWANCE).—Copy presented, 
of Minute by the Secretary of State for India, stating the circumstances 
under which Superannuation Allowance has been granted in accordance 
with Section 2 of the Superannuation Act, 1887, to one of the Assistants of 
the Auditor of Indian Accounts (by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2811 and 2812 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table ona sae ion enn seo we ak ih 


Ocean Matt Contracts.—Return ordered, showing certain particulars of 
services performed under contract with the Home and Colonial Govern- 
ments, between the Ist day of July and 31st day of December, 1901, in the 
following form— 
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& ‘ | » | | 
D he 5 < } 3 
3 oOo 3 i 8 | 
: ) Ze228 ~ ' Contract 
Name of Steamship 3 Es © Ports from and to which £& | time,in- | Shortest 
Company | 2nge the Mails were carried. 2 cluding | voyage. 
| Ewes | = stops. 
HESS S | 
Hoos 3 | | 
= aOS | f=" | 
Peninsular and Ori- Brindisi to Bombay Days. Hours.|Days. Hours 
ental Steam Navi- Bombay to Brindisi | 
gation Company srindisi to Hong Keng 
Hong Kong to Brindisi 
Brindisi to Shanghai 
Shanghai to Brindisi 
Brindisi to Adelaide | 
Adelaide to Brindisi 
Orient Steam Navi- Naples to Adelaide 
gation Company Adelaide to Naples | 
Canadian Pacific Vancouver to Hong Kong 
Railway Company Hong Kong to Vancouver 
Royal Mail Steam Southampton to Barbados 
Packet Company 3arbados to Plymouth 
Southampton to Jamaica 
Jamaica to Plymouth 
Southampton to Colon | 
Colon to Plymouth 
Union-Castle Mail Southampton to Cape Town 
Steamship Com- Cape Town to Southampton } 
pany 
Cunard Steamship Queenstown to New York 
Company New York to Queenstown 
Oceanic Steam Navi- ueenstown to New York 
gation Company New York to Queenstown 











—(Sir John Colomb). 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


MusicaL CopyRiGHT. — Question, Major Evans-Gordon oe Hamlets, sited 


Pa ge 


ney) ; Answer, Treasury . 1093 
NAVAL DISASTERS — PROVISION FOR SUFFERERS APART FROM GREENWICH 
HosPitaL FuNnps.—Question, Mr. niin Lucas aes Answer, 
Treasury wee peu sn ont ons ‘ eae v0 --- 1093 
ScoTTIsH CONGESTED Districts Boarp. Recon di Mr. Weir _— and 
Cromarty) ; Answers, Scottish Office .. .‘ ; , : ... 1094 
Loca GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) Act, 1894—ALLOTMENTS.—Question, Mr. 
Eugene Wason (Clackmannon and Kinross) ; Answer, Scottish Office 1094 
CarE GUARDAFUI LIGHTHOUSE.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Foreign Office 1095 
British Embassy Buinpinc at Maprip.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent 
(Sheffield Central) ; Answer, Office of Works .. 1095 
Customs OFFICIALS—SPECIAL OVERTIME GRANT. icaptnanel Mr. MacV aati 
Answer, Treasury i vn oon .- 1095 
Civin SeRvicE—AssTRACTOR CLEeRKS.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh ; Answer, 
Treasury ess des Fr pit un as a .-- 1096 
CENTRAL TELEGRAPH OFFICE STAFF. en Mr. Claude Hay ataaiaaits 
Hoxton) ; Answer, Post Office aia ied wi 1096 
INDIA—KHARIPUR STATE RuPEr COINAGE. ia ngannia Mr. Weir ; Answer, 
India Office re ne ; ss sae ee ... 1097 
InpIAN Customs TarirF.—Question, Sir John Rolleston sapitiniiiaali Answer, 
India Office ~ oa sie a ui ... 1097 
RupEE ComnaGE STATISTICS.—Question, Sir Edward Sassoon (Hy the); Answer, 
India Office sa as ‘ie bee é ; me ... 1097 
BRAUNTON (DEVONSHIRE) LIGHTHOUSE—TELEPHONIC CONNECTION.—Question, 
Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) ; Answer, Board of Trade .-. 1098 
CANCER —COMMUNICATION FROM DISEASED MEAT.—Question, Sir James Joicey 
(Durham, Chester-le-Street) ; Answer, Local (covernment Board --- 1098 
IRIsH BoarDED-oUT CHILDREN—LADY INsSPECTOR.—Question, Sir Thomas 
Esmonde (Wexford, W.); Answer, Irish Ottice ra sin . 1089 
RoyaL Irish ConsTaBuLARY —- PromoTION. — Question, Mr. T. M. Healy 
(Louth, N.) ; Answer, Irish Office ‘i x aha ... 1099 
SOLDIERS AND SAILORS —NON-ALCOHOLIC REFRESHMENT TICKETS AT RATLWAY 
STATIONS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, War Office is . 1100 
ARMY OFFICERS’ EDUCATION AND TRAINING COMMITTEE.-—Question, Captain 
Norton (Newington, W.) ; Answer, War Office ee = a S008 
CORONATION PROCESSIONS—PROVINCIAL VOLUNTEERS. a Mr. _ 
a“ ; . 1101 


(Birmingham, N.); Answer, War Office 
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DENOMINATIONAL COLLEGES AND THE EDUCATIONAL GRANT.—Question, Mr, 
Brynmor Jones (Swansea District); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... one 1 


VoLUNTARY SCHOOL GRANT.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, 
W.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ia a oa sai ae eee 1197 


Army MepicaL VorTe.—Question, Sir John Leng; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour ... pe ‘on we és ve oe _ ins es 11% 


ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE FOR THE CORONATION,—Question, Sir John 
Leng ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... es oe ane _ woe 1128 


Lonpon ELections BILi. — Question, Sir Charles Dilke ” loucestershire, 
Forest of Dean) ; Anewer, Mr. A. J. Balfour a nce DEM 


Licensing Bill—Reported from the Standing Committee on Trade, ete., with 
Amendments. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 197.] 
Minutes of the Proceedings of the Committee to be printed. [No. 197.] 
Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), te be taken into considera- 
tion To morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 226.] one one - 112 


COMMITTEE ON STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES.— 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That Sir Charles Cayzer, Mr. 
Evelyn Cecil, Mr. Cust, Colonel Denny, Mr. Duke, Mr. Joyce, Mr. 
W. F. Lawrence, Mr. Norman, Mr. Nussey, Mr. Price, Mr. William 
Redmond, Colonel Ropner, Sir Edward Sassoon, Mr. Alfred Thomas, 
and Sir Edgar Vincent, be members of the Committee ; that the 
evidence taken before the Select Committee on Steamship Subsidies 
in the last Session of Parliament be referred to the Select Committee ; 
that the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records ; that five be the quorum.”—(Sir William Walrond.) 





Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.)... 


Question put and agreed to. 





Ordered, that Sir Charles Cayzer, Mr. Evelyn Cecil, Mr. Cust, Colonel 

Denny, Mr. Duke, Mr. Joyce, Mr. W. F. Lawrence, Mr. Norman, Mr. 
Nussey, Mr. Price, Mr. William Redmond, Colonel Ropner, Sir 
Edward Sassoon, Mr. Alfred Thomas, and Sir Edgar Vincent, be 
members of the Committee. 





Ordered, That the evidence taken before the Select Committee on Steam- 
ship Subsidies in the last Session of Parliament be referred to the 
Select Committee. 


(rderd, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
and records. 


Ordered, That five be the quorum.—(Sir William Walrond.) 
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NEW BILL. 
Cruelty to Animals Bill.—‘“ ‘To amend The Cruelty to Animals Act, 1876,” 
presented by Mr. Banbury, under Standing Order 31 ; supported by 


Colonel Lockwood, Mr. Paulton, and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; to be read ‘a 
second time upon Friday, and to be printed. (Bill 227.) 


Education (England and Wales) Bill.—Order read for the House to be 


put into Committee. 


43 
xclii 


Page 


Mr. Speaker 1130 
Bill considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 1 :— 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) 1132 
Motion made and Question proposed, ‘‘That Clause 1 be postponed.”— 
(Mr. Channing.) 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, ssid aad 1134 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) . 1134 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 1136 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) ae aoe 1136 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) 1137 
Sir Francis Powell (Vigan) 1138 
Mr, Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) 1138 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 122 ; Noes, 288. (Division List No. 189.) 
Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) 1143 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 7, to leave out the words ‘the purposes of this 
Act,’ and insert the words ‘ education other than elementary.’ ”—(.Mr. 
Lambert.) 
Question proposed, “That the words ‘the purposes of this Act’ stand part 
of the clause.” 
Mr. A, J. Balfour os0 vee 1147 
Dr. Macnamara .. 1149 
Mr. Atherley-Jones (Durham, NW. z= .. 1151 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland) . 1152 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) + 1153 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, ‘E. es . 1154 
Mr. Lloyd-George eae . 1157 
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Mr. Nussey (Pontefract) ike Jes ner roe ‘ek ... 1169 
Mr. Asquith (Fife, B.) 0000. cee cane eee 1160 
Mr. A, J. Balfour me a ios sit a . ... 1162 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S)- wid ae aa ..- 1164 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, BE.) es bs eas ..» 1168 
Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid.) ce aed ve ..- 1168 


Jui 


Mr. George White (Norfolk, NW.) in ies “és oes .-» 1169 
Sir William Anson (Oxford University) Zi ee ae sos ee 
Sir William Harcourt... es ae hw nes ooo DEO 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ce on a sda --. 1196 


Mr Helme (Lancashire, Lancaster)... bee aoe ee ne .«: SEG 
Mr. Robson (South Shields)... ans ai Sis a3 Be ss EG 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the Question 














be now put.” Po 
Question put, “That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 251; Noes, 162. (Division List No. 190.) 
Question put accordingly, ‘“ That the words ‘ the purposes of this Act’ stand 
part of the clause.” 
The Committee divided :—Avyes, 299 ; Noes, 114. (Division List No. 191.) 
It being after half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 
Committee report progress ; to sit again this evening. , 
; 0 
EVENING SITTING. 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. Ce 
Considered in Committee. 
01 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 1. :— 
Mr. Joseph A. Pease (Essex, Saffron Walden) Li 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 1, line 7, after the word ‘Act,’ to insert the words 
‘School Boards in boroughs, and in urban districts with a population 
of ten thousand, and for other areas.’” —(Mr. Joseph A. Pease.) ° 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


The Vice-President of the Board of Education aa J. Gorst, seas 


University)... 1192 
Mr. Mather (Lancashire, Rossendale) ad is &5 ay ... 1194 
Mr. Gray, (West Iam, N.) iri ee a sas aes we. 1197 


Dr. 


Macnamara... one ; fete ae Se cr soe 1202 
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1 Mr. Hutton (Yorkshire, W.R., nies aa i ol pee ... 1206 
whe, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) — ... bie “i a a os. 1207 
be ec a ces kw ees cack, a 
‘ie Mr. Lloyd-George ... sas es - nee sine pe .. 1213 
1168 Mr. Bryce ... — bes ies oa sie “8 ar ... 1218 
te Question put. 
a The Committee divided :—Ayes, 117: Noes, 291. (Division List No. 192.) 

( 
1175 It being after midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
a the House. 

‘i 


Committee report progress ; to sit again Tomorrow. 
| Post OFFICE SITES (EXPENSES.) 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys 
to be provided by Parliament, of all sums payable by the Postmaster 
General under any Act of the present session to enable His Majesty’s Post- 
master General to acquire lands in the County of London for the public 
service, and of all expenses incurred in carrying into eflect the provisions of 
such Act.—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Resolution to be reported tomorrow. ... ae ie thn aah oo. 1223 


Immoral Traffic (Scotland) Bill.—Considered in Gatien, and -— ted 
without Amendment ; to be read the third time tomorrow . F PE pe 


Coroners’ Inquests (Railway Fatalities) Bill.—Order for Second Reading 
read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn ban om oe so 1224 


Old Age Pensions (No. 2) Bill.-Order for Second Reading read, and dis- 
charged. Bill withdrawn ws .. 1924 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve o'clock. 








HOUSE OF, LORDS: TUESDAY, 3rp JUNE, 1902. j 


1187 Lorp KENsInGcToN.—Petition of Hugh Edwardes Baron Kensington, in the 
Peerage of Ireland, claiming a right to. vote at the elections ot Represent- 
ative Peers for Treland ; : read, and referred to the Lord Chancellor to con- 
sider and report thereupon to the House. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
+ The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 


had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied 


with :— 
1192 
1194 Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway. 
oa Midland Railway (Steam Vessels). 
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West Gloucestershire Water. 

Dublin Port and Docks Board. 

Great Northern Railway (No. 1). 

Chard Gas. 

Garston and District Tramways and Electric Supply (Transfer). 
Great Central Railway. 

Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers). 
London County Council (General Powers). 

North Metropolitan Tramways. 

York Corporation. 

Barrow Hematite Steel Company, Limited. 


Also the Certificate that no standing Orders are applicable to the following 
Bill :— 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3). 


Also the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bills have been complied with :— 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1). 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4). 


Also the Certificates that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bills have not been complied with :— 





Great Central and Midland Railways (South Yorkshire Railways). 
Whitechapel and Bow Railway. 


And also the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bills have been complied with :— 
Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) [H.L.]. 
Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) “4 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No, 1) [H.1. }. 
Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) [H.L.]. 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) [H.L.]. 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) [H.L.]. 





The same were ordered to lie on the Table ae sige en mee «sw EERO 








Waterford and {Bishop Foy Endowed Schools Bill [H..]—Commons 


Amendments considered, and agreed to... 





North-East London Railway (No. 1) Bill [u.1.]; North-East London 
Railway (No. 2) Bill [4.L.]; Piccadilly and City Railway (No. 1) Bill [H.1.] ; 
Piccadilly and City Railway (No. 2) Bill [H.L.].—Report from the Select 
Committee, That they have consolidated the Bills under the title of Piccadilly, 
oa and North-East London Bill [H.L.] ; read, and ordered to lie on the 

able ose on ae whe oe oe se ~~ oo 









Knaresborough Improvement Bill ; Bedford Corporation Water Bill.— 
Read 2°, and committed : asa eas kee a pete ae 





Liverpool Cathedral Bill [.1.] ; Wrexham District Tramways Bill [H-L.] ; 
gware and Hampstead Railway Bill [H.L.] ; Read 3*, and passed, and 
sent to the Commons ... on ose oe soe ses os w. 1226 
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London School Board (Superannuation) Bill. —Kead 3", and passed 


Manchester Corporation Tramways Bill.—Read 3%, with the Amend- 
ments; a further Amendment made; Bill passed, and returned to the 
Commons But ae pe Bs ae mt eee bie ae 


Paisley Gas Provisional Order Confirmation Bill {11.1.|.—House in Com- 
mittee (according to order): Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3", on Thursday next 


Limpsfield and Oxted Water Bill.—Read 3°, with the Amendments, and 


passed, and ‘returned to the Commons 


Croydon and District Electric Tramways Bill.-Brought from the Com- 
mons ; read 1"; and referred to the Examiners oo io sc sla 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill, (No. 81.): 
Local Goverment Provisional Order (Gas) Bill, (No. 82.)—Brought from 
the Commons ; read 1"; to be printed and referred to the Examiners 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LIGHT RatLways Act, 1896. 


I.—Report of the proceedings of the Board of Trade, up to the 31st Deeem- 
ber, L901, and of the proceedings of the Light Railway Commissioners 
up to the same date. 


[].—(a.) Orders made by the Light Railway Commissioners and modified 
and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the construction of 
1. Light railways from Tenterden to Headeorn, in the County of 
Kent, and at Robertsbridge, in the county of Sussex, and for 
other purposes. 
Light railways in the borough of Swansea. and in the rural dis- 
trict of Llangyfelach, in the county of Glanmorgan. 


3. A light railway in the county of York, from Stainland with Old 
Lindley to Greetland. 
4. A light railway in the county of East Suffolk, between Southwold 


and Kessingland,and the conversion of the gauge of the existing 
Southwold Railway, and the working thereof as a light railway 
under the Light Railways Act, 1896. 


(b.) Orders made by the Light Railway Commissioners and modified and 
confirmed by the Board of Trade, amending 
1. The Gower Light Railway Order, 1897. 
2. The Grimsby and Saltfleetby Light Railway Order, 1898. 
3. The Lizard Light Railway Order, 1898. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


PETITIONS. 


Land Valuation (Scotland) Amendment Bill [H.1.].—Petition in favour of ; 
of the County Council of Forfar a2 oe as sen ve 


Lands Valuation (Scotland) Amendment Bill [1.L.].—House in Committee 
(According to Order.) 


VOL. CVIII. [Fourtu Serres]. g 
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Clause I. :-— 
Formal Amendment agreed to. 
The SECRETARY of STATE for SUOTLAND (Lord Balfour Burleigh) : ... 1298 
Amendment moved— 


“Tn Clause 1, line 17, to leave ont ‘completion of the Roll’ and to 
insert “the Whitsunday preceding.”—( Lord Bulfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Verbal Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 1, as Amendment, agreed to. 
Clause, 2. : 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... has ' ' nics se eee 
Amendment moved— 


“In clause 2, line 25, to leave ont ‘twenty-fifth’ and to ijasert 
‘ fifteenth. "—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Remaining Clauses agreed to, and Bill reported. 


WaATER-TUBE BOILERS IN THE NAVY. 


Lord Lamington oe nee ery peace kas ee Pre << 1239 
The First Lord of the Admiralty (The Hert of Selhorive) ... a 123] 
Earl Spe weer — ois pie eee ee re — . 1248 
Viscount Goschen ... es nae eae pte wee Bad wae Bae 


CORONATION CEREMONIES—ACCOMODATION FOR PEERS, Erc.—Question, Lord 
Newton, Lord Ribblesdale and Lord Lamington; Answers, Lord Carrington 1255 


THe KINGS MESSAGE. 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halshiury Dae ae oe «cs ESOG 
Earl Spencer ; Pe a ode 4 ee won Looe 
House adjourned at Twenty Minutes before Seven o'clock, till 
Tomorrow, a quarter-past Four o'clock, 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 3rd JUNE, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 
Bexhill and Rotherfield aed amends Bill.—Read the third 


time, and passed “ ove ean eco 1257 
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Chigwell, Loughton, and Woodford Gas — ae aid -Read the third 


time, and passed with Amendments 


Croydon and District Electric seaemieaties Bill. Read the third time, and 
passed én ay we 


Scottish Equitable Life Assurance may S Bill | Lor my Xead the third 


time, and passed with Amendments 


City and Brixton oy Bill. As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time ee ag att ae aad nee 


Medway and Thames Canal Bill [Lorps}].—Read a second time, and 
committed ‘ ee or Sal . 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill. — Pier and 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No, 4) Bill. —Read a second time, and committed ... 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill.—lteported without 
Amendment {Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time Tomorrow 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
ay Bill. Reporte ‘d, with Amendments | Provisional Orders contirmed | 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered tomorrow 


Finchley Improvement Bill.-Abertillery Urban District Council Bill 
| Lops], Bradford-on-Avon Gas Bill | Lonps}.—Reported, with Amendments; 


Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—Reported, without 
Amendment | Provisional Orders contirmed ]. 


Bill to be read the third time tomorrow 


PRIVATE BILLs (Groupe K.)—Ordered, that John Allingham, Junior, do attend 
the said Committee on Group K of Private Bills on Friday, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock. 


Private Bitts (Group K).—Sikt JoHy BruNNER reported from the Committee 
on Group K of Private Bills, That, for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned till Thnrsd: ay next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table ... oui 


STANDING ORDERS.—Resolution reported from the Committee, 


That, in the case of the Barrow Hematite Steel Company, Limited, Bill 
| Lords}, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with. That the parties 
be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 

Resolution agreed to... 
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University OF WALES (GRADUATES) BILL.— Reported, without Amendment, 
from the Standing Committee on Law, ete. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 199.] 
Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. 
[No. 199.] 


Bill [not amended] to be taken into consideration Tomorrow ... ... 1259 
MEssSAGE FROM THE LorDs.—That they have agreed to :— 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill without 
Amendment. 


Amendments to 

London and South Western Railway Bills [Lords]. 

Street Urban District Council Water Bill | Lords]. 

Tyne Improvement Commission Bill {Lords}, without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to provide for placing 
the Imperial Institute under the management of the Board of Trade ; and 
for other purposes.” (Imperial Institute Bill)—{ Lords]. 

And also a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act for reviving and extendiag the 
period limited by the Hastings Harbour District Railway Act, 1897, for the 
compulsory purchase of lands, and for extending the period limited by that 
Act for the construction of the Railways and works by that Act authorised.” 
Hastings Harbour District Railway. (Extention of Time) Bill [Lords] ... 1259 


Hastings Harbour District Railway (Extension of Time) Bill | Loxps). 
Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for private 


Bills ie ae ‘ad dt ‘8 — a ve ave --- L260 


Land Drainage Provisional Order Bill.__Reported, without Amendment 
[Provisional Order contirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time Tomorrow ms rot a sats ns 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill._Reported, without 
Amendment | Provisional Orders contirmed|; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time Tomorrow ies er as ea ... 1260 
PETITIONS. 
Borough Funps Acts AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from Woolwich, in 
favour, to lie upon the Table ’ 1260 
EpucaTion (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BiLL.—Petitions against: From Fordsham ; 
Bedford ; Oughtibridge ; Measborough Dyke ; North Shields ; Rotherham ; 
Leeds; and Pocklington ; to lie upon the Table ees sas ae --. 1260 
Epvucation (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiL_.— Petitions for alteration: From Leeds 
(five) ; and Durham ; to lie upon the Table ... ove ai Sioa ... 1200 
ELEMENTARY Epucation.—Petition from Merthyr Tydvil, for alteration of 
law ; to lie upon the Table - i si us 1260 
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FINANCE BiLt.—Petitions for alteration: From East Ham (two); Stoke 
Newington ; and Barking; to lie upon the Table... sas tes ... 1260 


LICENSING BILL.—Petitions in favour : From Whitby ; Moss Side ; East Drayton ; 
Blackburn (two) ; and Northampton ; to lie upon the Table dais ... 1260 


LocAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BiILL.—Petition from London, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table sp as wi i au ... 1261 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S StsTER BILL.—Petitions against : From 
Cheltenham; Southampton; Plymouth; Lewes (three); St. Albans ; 
Walthamstow ; Carlisle (three) ; Horsleydown; Ashton-under-Lyne ; and 
Wokingham ; to lie uponthe Table... ane ee aon sin ... 1261 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BiLi.—Petition from Strabane, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table ... we me - Six ote aa a ... 1261 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETU. 


Light RatLways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light Railways from Tenterden to Head- 
corn, in the county of Kent, and at Robertsbridge, in the county of Sussex, 
and for other purposes (Rother Valley Light Railway (Extensions) Order, 
1902) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... sea dod vet --- 1261 


Licht Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and confirmed by the Board of Trade, amending 
The Lizard Light Railway Order, 1898 (Lizard Light Railway (Amend- 
ment) Order, 1902) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ... we .« 1261 


Licht Rattways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the county of East 
Suffolk, between Southwold and Kessingland, and the conversion of the 
gauge of the existing Southwold Railway and the working thereof as a 
Light Railway under the Light Railways Act, 1896 (Southwold Light Rail- 
way Order, 1902) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table... es ... 1261 


Licht RaiLways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the couuty of York, 
from Stainland with Old Lindley to Greetland (Deanhead Light Railway 
Order, 1902) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table hte oi ... 1261 


Licht Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the B oard of Trade, 
amending the Gower Light Railway Order, 1897 (Gower Light Railway 
(Amendment) Order, 1902) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table.. .. 1262 


Licht Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of light railways in the borough of Swansea 
and in the rural district of Llangyfelach, in the county of Glamorgan 

(Swansea and District Light Railways Order, 1902) [by ne to lie 

upon the Table ... a 6. ee a ies ros! ..- 1262 
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Light Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and moditied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
amending the Grimsby and Saltfleethy Light Railway Order, 1898 (Grimsby 
and Salttieethy Light Railway (Amentnasns) Order, ane (by aaa 
to lie upon the Table “ ims - 


Licut Rattways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Report of the Proceedings of 
the Board of Trade up to the 31st December, 1901, and of the proceedings 
of the Light Railway Commissioners up to the same date [by Act]; to he 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
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MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... ska aaa i Bee 


IntsH LocaL GOVERNMENT ActT.— Questions, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, 
N.); Answers, Mr. Wyndham... 


ComMITTALs FOR ConTeMpr oF Court IN IRELAND.—Questions, Mr. P. A. 
M‘Hugh (Leitrim, N.) and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham. 


TECHNICAL EpucATION IN SLIGO.—Question, Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham aed oa 

TECHNICAL EpucaTION Grants FOR CAVAN.—Question, Mr. M‘Govern (Cavan, 
W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... pa a ie one ies “ 


Irish Farrs— Prick Reports.—Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham wee 


PORTARLINGTON TENANCY DispuTe.—Question, Mr. Delany ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham * 

Epvucation BILL FINANCE.—-Question, Sir Charles Dilke and Dr. Macnamara ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour) 

NAvy EsTIMATEsS.—Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee); Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour : 

WorkKING Hours OF RAILWAY SERVANTS. — Questions, Capt. Norton (Newington, 
W.) and Mr. John Ellis; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour aa: ee 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Surghs), and Mr. Lough (Islington, W.); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee.— 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 
Clause 1 :— 


Mr. Edwards (Radnorshire) 
Amendment proposed, — 


“In page 1, line 7, after the second ,word ‘the,’ to insert the word 
‘parish.’ ”"—(Mr. Edwards.) 
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the local authority.’ ”-—(Mr. Stevenson.) 
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Col. Bowles (Middlesex, Enfiell) ws eer ae as --. 1338 
Mr. Courtney Warner (Stuffordshire, Licht Md) or ine bad .-- 1328 
Mr. Dunean (Verkshire, WLR, Otley) oa ane ng ois ««« 1329 
Mr. Poulton (Durham, "Bishop Auckland)... ee? Ne re ... 1329 
Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid) ore ea tox ... 1330 
Mr. Herbert Lewis ... aie ia eat ita a ites .. 1331 
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Mr. A. J. Balfour ... oak ~ ‘et wi iid ita ... 1332 


Amendment further amended, by inserting, at the end of the last Amend- 
ment, the words “ with a population of over twenty thousand.”— 


(Mr. Poulton.) 


Question put, “That the Amendment, as amended, be there inserted.” 
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Mr. A. J. Balfour ... ... 1340 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice... ... 1342 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) iis ... 1343 
Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berwick) . 1343 

It being half-past seven of the elock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 

Committee report progress ; to sit again this evening. 

EVENING SITTING. 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. (In the Committee.) 

Debate resumed. 
Mr. Corrie Grant ... 1344 
Sir Albert Pollit ... 1345 
Mr, Dillon (Mayo, E.) ‘ie .. 1347 
Sir Michael Foster (London U niversity) ... 1349 
Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, Accrington) . 1350 
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Mr. Samuel Evans ... ... 1362 
Sir Edward (irey ... . 1367 

Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 307 ; Noes, 88 (Division List No. 195.) 
Mr. Samuel Evans ... . 1371 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 9, to leave out the word ‘the’ and insert the 
word ‘any.’ ”—Mr Samuel Evans. 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘the’ stand part of the clause. 
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Mr. Samuel Evans Ze " 
The President of the Local Gover nment Board (Mr. "Walter Long, 
Bristol, 8S.) ... sais ee as es 
Sir Edward Strachey 
Mr. George Lambert 
Mr. Herbert Lewis... 
Mr, A. J. Balfour ... 


(Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 244; Noes, 91. (Division List No. 196) 


It being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report 
to the House. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again To-morrow (afternoon sitting). 


Post OFFICE Sires (EXPENSES)—ReEport.—Resolution reported : “That it is 
expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys to be provided by 
Parliament, of all sums payable by the Postmaster General under any Act 
of the present session to enable His Majesty's Postmaster General to 
acquire lands in the County of Londen for the Public Service, and of all 
expenses incurred in carrying into effect the provisions of such Act.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve o'clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: WEDNESDAY, 41rH JUNE, 1902. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway (Abandonment) Bill._-Brought from 


the Commons ; read 1*, and referred to the Examiners. 


Chigwell, Loughton, and Woodford Gas Bill |1.1.|, Scottish Equitable 
Life Assurance Society Bill 7 L., - Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. : sg ne een re ae = 


Abercarn Urban District Gas Bill [1.1.].—Report from the Select Com- 
mittee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of 
the Bill, no parties having appeared in opposition thereto; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. The orders made on the 20th of March and 
the 15th of May last discharged, and Bill committed. 


SoutH AFRICAN War—GRANtT to LoRD KITCHENER--MESSAGE FROM THE 
Kino. —Delivered by the Lord Privy Seal (J/. Salishury), and read by his 


Lordship, as follows— 


Epwarp Rex, 
His Majesty, taking into consideration the eminent services rendered by 
Licutenant-General Lord Kitchener of Khartoum, G.C.B., G.C.M.G., 
Commander-in-Chief of His Majesty’s Forces in South ‘Africa, and 
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being desirous, in recognition of such services, to confer upon him 
some signal mark of His favour, recommends to the House of Lords 
that they should concur in granting Lord Kitchener the sum of Fifty 


thousand pounds. 


Ordered, that the said Message be taken into consideration To-morrow... 


House adjourned at half-past Four o'clock, till to-morrow, a quarter-past 
Four o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 4rH JUNE, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
City of Seniee canine Bill.—Read the third time, and passed. [New 


Title. see oe és 
London County Council emai Bill. As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time ; as ae ih 


London, Tilbury and Southend Railway Bill.—As amended, considered ; 
A Clause added ; Amendments made; Bill to be read the third time 


Swindon United Gas Bill {Lorps'.—As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time , PH sists Sane - nae 


Northumberland Electric diaiatliandn Bill | Lorps].—Read a second time, 
and comm itted . . eee ooe coe eco ere eee 

Land Drainage Provisional Order Bill. —Locan GoverNMENt Provision AL 
Orvers (No. 2) Bret.—LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No, 5) 
31LL.—LocaL GOVERNMENT PRoOvisioNAL ORDERS (No. ®) Bitt.—Read 
the third time, and passed ane rs ‘ise 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) Bill. —As amended, considered; to be read the third time to- 
morrow ... eee see eee eee eee ooo ooo ove 

Imperial Institute Bill {Lorps]|._-Read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for PrivatetBills : lee ud 


RAILWAY Brits (Group 8).—Ordered, That William Samuel Bond do attend 
the Committee on Group 8 of Railway Bills tomorrow, at Eleven of the 
clock asa 

Manchester Corporation (General Powers) Bill.—Reported, with Amend- 
ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed Y ‘ 


PETITIONS. 


Burcu PoLicE AND PuBLic HEALTH rene BiLu. —Petition from Nairn, 
against ; to lie upon the Table : “ we 


CXix 


Page 


138] 


1582 


1383 


1383 








ex TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
June 4.) Page 
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Cumberworth ; White Roothing ; Motherwell; Bakewell ; Griffydam ; 
Shetiield ; Sheffield (two); Heckmondwike; and Brondesbury ; to lie 
upon the Table... aes ae we oe a re mi! vs 2088 


EpucATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) Biti.-—Petitions for alteration: From 
Armley (two) ; East Hunslet ; Leeds ; and Dundee ; to lie upon the Table 13x3 


ELEMENTARY EpucATION.— Petition from Halifax, for alteration of law; to lie 
upon the Table ... pee es ie ee a _ Pe «+ 2368 


Lanp TRANSFER Act, 1897.—Three Petitions from London, for inquiry into 
the compulsory system of registration ; to lie upon the Table ers ... 1383 


LICENSING Bi_i.—Petition from Manchester, in favour; to lie upon the table 1383 


Lonpon Water Bitt.—Petition from Stoke Newington, in favour of the 
direct’ representation of the Metropolitan Boroughs upon the proposed 


Water Board ; to lie upon the Table ... ae ve nat na .«. 1383 
MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER BILL. — Petitions against : 
From Snelland ; and Manchester ; to lie upon the Table... ne .. 1384 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BiILL.—Petition from Bethnal 
AL 


Green, in favour: to lie upon the Table sae és eee eee .»- 1384 
VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS BiLL.—Petition from Rugby, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. - . 1384 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETU. 
East INpiA (INDIA Orrice, RetikeMENT Ar 65).—Return [presented 3rd 
June| to be printed. [No. 200.] a ini sas saa ioe ... 1384 
RAILWAYS ABANDONED..-Copy presented of Report by the Board of Trade 
respecting the Great Northern Railway (No. 2) Bill and the objects thereof 
[ pursuant to Standing Order 158A]; referred to the Committee on the Bill 1384 


INepriares Acts, 1879 to 1899 (ABSENCE UNDER LICENCE OF INMATES OF 
CERTIFIED INEBRIATES REFORMATORIES).—Copy presented of Regulation 
made by the Secretary of State for the Home Department, in pursuance of 
Section 6 of the Inebriates Act, 1898, respecting the absence under licence 
of inmates of certified Inebriate Reformatories [hy Act] ; to lie upon the Table 1384 

DESTRUCTIVE INSECTS Act, 1877.—-Copy presented of an Order dated the 
31st May, 1902, relative to the Colorado Beetle [hy Act]; to lie upon the 
Table... ve ne sick oa tis ae or a ree 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


PouLtry BREEDING IN THE ISLAND OF LEWiIs.—-Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 

Cromarty) ; Answer, Scottish Office ae oe - ... 1385 
Avocu CHANNEL Licuts.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Board of Trade ... 1385 
REGISTERED TELEGRAPHIC ADDRESSES.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Treasury 1385 


STeaAmM ENGINES AND BoILERS—-PERSONS IN CHARGE.—Question, Mr. John 
Wilson (Durham, Mid); Answer, Home Office a : .-» 1386 
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FreinG ON BATTLEsHips—CapTatn Percy Scort’s APPARATUS.—Question, Mr. 
John Hutton (Yorkshire, Richmond) ; Answer, Admiralty ; aes 


Coorer’s Hitt ENGINEERS. —Question, Sir Seymour King (Hull, Central) ; 
Answer, India Oftice ‘< : ati - ie 


ScOTTISH AND Irish Law OFFICERS AND PrivaTE Practice. —Question, Mr. 
Dillon (Mayo, FE.) ; Answer, Irish Office 


Cost OF IRIsH Porick PRrosecuTions.——-Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, Irish 
Office ie 5 


RomMAN CaTHoLic Femante Inspectors ror Irish WorkKHOUSES.—Question, 
Captain Donelan (Cork Co., FE.) ; Answer, Irish Office 


InisH LAW OFFICERS AND Private Pracrick.—Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, 
Irish Office 


ErPinG Forest Rete RANGE.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; 
Answer, War Office 


soutH AFRICAN WaAR— PUBLICATION OF DESPATCHES. —- Question, Colonel 
Legge (St. George’s, Hanover Square) ; Answer, War Office aa = 


VoLUNTRERS—CAMPING ACCOMMODATION.-—Question, Mr. Muntz (Warwick- 
shire, Tamworth) ; Answer, War Office ae : 


sourH AFRICAN Wan—TRANSPoRT ARRANGEMENTS FOR RETURN OF THE 
Troops.—Question, Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, Loughborough) ; Answer, 
Admiralty és 


CORONATION = PROCESSION FACILITIES FOR PROVINCIAL VOLUNTEERS. 
Question, Mr. Lowe (Birmingham, Edgbaston) ; Answer, War Office 


souTH AFricAN War-—-Granr to Lorp KircHENER-—-MESSAGE FROM THE 
KING. 


The First Lorp of the Treastry (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, F.) at 
the Bar, acquainted the House that he had a message from His 
Majesty the King, signed with His Majesty’s own hand, and he pre- 
sented the same to the House, and it was read by Mr. Speaker (all the 
Members being uncovered), and is as followeth : 


EpwarRpD Rex. 


His Majesty, taking into consideration the eminent services 
rendered by Lieutenant-General Lord Kitchener of Khar- 
toum, G.C.B., G.C.M.G., Commander-in-Chief of His Majesty’s 
Forces in South Africa, and being desirous, in recognition of 
such services, to confer upon him some signal mark of his 
favour, recommends to His faithful Commons that he should 
be enabled to grant Lord Kitchener the sum of fifty thousand 
pounds. 


‘Ordered, That His Majesty’s most gracious message be referred to the 
Committee of Supply.—(Mr. 4. J. Balfour) pe 
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Considered in Committee. 
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Amendment proposed 
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Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ... ag ree ... 1448 
Mr. H. J. Wilson ( Yorkshire, WLR., Holnforth) sila shat ... L444 
Sir William Harcourt — ... ‘ er iis ie ... 1444 
Mr. Corrie Grant.. aes eae ea .. 1445 
Sir Edward Grey ( Northumbe rland, Berwick) 5a at i ... 1447 
Col. Pryce Jones (Montgomery Boroughs) aa _ es ... 1447 
Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N. *) oes aA oi wae ... 1448 U 
Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ... — . sa ae ass ve ... 1448 
Mr. Bryce ... is as or oe a Sol _ ... 1449 


(Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 284; Noes, 101. (Division List No. 199). 
Sir Edward Grey ... a eae deg ie ve ea ... 1453 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 11, leave out the word ‘shall,’ and insert the 
words ‘may, with the consent of the Council of the county.’” —(Sir 
Edward (rey.) 

Question proposed, “ That the word ‘shall’ stand part of the clause.” 
a Percy ene S. ne in wah seta ins ee .» 1455 

*, Macnamara ... ia hes ae ne hae ... 1455 

It Pics half-past Seven of the 2 Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 
Committee report progress ; to sit again this evening. 
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EVENING SITTING. 
Loan Bill.—[{TuHirp Reapinc]}. Order for Third Reading read. 
(The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) ... 1457 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 


Sir William Hurcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) — ... ag oe ... 1465 
Mr. Cohen, Islington, E.)... ye ee ee a as --. aga 
Mr. Black (Banffshire)... ive ‘sp oes ee ee --. 1476 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out all the words after the word ‘ be,’ in order to add 
the word re-committed.”—(Mr. Bluck.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, EB.) ... oe is sol ne sin -- 1479 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question again proposed. 


Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) = yeas i 25 nee ... 1484 
Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) ad m9 oe be _ ... 1485 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donega/, S.) = a, ae Gs ... 1490 
Mr. Lough (Islington, IV.) eas Pas a Lee ae ... 1493 
Mr. Tomkinson (Cheshire, Crewe) oes sath ci a f- ... 1496 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 216 ; Noes, 49. (Division List No. 200.) 
Bill read the third time and _ passed. 
University of Wales (Graduates) Bill.—Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee (without Amendment), considered ; to be read the third time upon 


Friday. ... ous os _ Ske ay a ah ei .. 1499 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 5th JUNE, 1902, 
The Lord Masham took the Oath. 
The Marquess of Dufferin and Ava sat first in Parliament after the death 
of his father she ane Pah es +e en ae «ae Lal 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with : 


h2 








exvi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


June 5.| Page 
Norwich Corporation (Electricity, etc.). 
The same was ordered to lie on the Table 1501 
Ystradfellte Water Bill [1.1.|.—Petition for additional provision ; of the 
Neath Rural District Council ; together with proposed Amendments and 
Clauses annexed thereto ; read and referred to the Examiners . 1501 
London County Council (General Powers) Bill.—A petition of Messrs. 
Allen and Son, of 17, Carlisle Street, Soho Square, Parliamentary Agents, 
praying for leave to present a petition of the Westminster Borough Council, 
praying to be heard by counsel against the Bill, although the time limited 
by Standing Order No. 93, for presenting such petition has expired ; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table ; and Standing Order No. 93 to be con- 
sidered tomorrow, in order to its being dispensed with in respect of the 
said petition 1501 
Cleethorpes Improvement Bill.—Leport from His wed sty’s Attorney General 
received, and ordered to lie on the Table , Ly ‘ 1501 
North Staffordshire Tramways Bill |1.1..| ; Kossendale Valleys Tramways 
Bill [H.L. }|.—Reported, with Amendments va ~~ i 150) 
Menai Bridge Urban District Council Bill [1.L.|..-The King’s consent 
signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments 1502 
Whitstable Improvement Bill {11.1.|: Consett Water Bill home | Preston 
Corporation Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ie ... 1502 
Gloucestershire Electric Power Bill: Dover Harbour Bill [1.1.]; Sear- 
borough Tramways Bill.—The King’s consent signified ; and Bills reported, 
with Amendments 1502 
Leyland and Farington Gas Bill.—eported, with Amendments 1502 
Dartford Improvement Bill.-leported, with Amendments ... 1502 
Midland Railway Bill.._Keport from the Select Committee, That the Com- 
mittee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, no parties 
having appeared in opposition thereto; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table : The orders made on the 24th of April and the 15th of May last, 
discharged ; and Bill committed i wish 1502 
Commercial Gas Bill.—Keport from the Select Committee, That the Com- 
mittee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, no parties 
having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table ; The orders made on the 22nd of April and the 15th of May last 
discharged ; and Bill committed 1502 
Barrow Hematite Steel Company, Limited, Bill [n.t.|—Read 2* 
(according to order)... one he ae pee wie én .-» 1502 
Cleethorpes Improvement Bill.— Lead 2", and committed ; The Committee 
to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 1502 
Margate Corporation Water Bill [1.1.]|—The King’s consent signified ; 
Bill read 3*, and passed, and sent to the Commons ... pur wha . 1502 
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Leicester Speman Bill [.1.]—Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons _ ton 15035 


Omagh Urban District Gas Bill._Read 3°, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons — Pe sod ie ... 1503 


City of London (Streets) Bill.—Brought from the Commons; read 1"; and 
referred to the Examiners BS oe : ... 1503 


Paisley Gas Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [u.1.]—Read 3* 
(according to order), and passed, and sent to the Commons... es ... 1503 


West Ham Gas Bill; Kent Water Bill; Kent Electric Power Bill ; South 
Wales Electrical Power Distribution Bill; Southport and Lytham Tram- 
road Bill; Salford Corporation Bill ; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
(Steam Vessels) Bill—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the 
following Lords be proposed to the House to form the Select Committee 
for the consideration of the said Bills ; (viz.)— 


E. Romney, 
L. North, 


L. Colchester, 
L. Brougham and Vaux (Chairman), 


L. Muneaster, 


Agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly : The Committee 
to meet on Wednesday next at eleven o'clock ; and all petitions referred to 
the Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by 
counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the 
Bills... a we wie ei ae ie sie ree ... 1503 


Land Drainage Provisional Order Bill (No. 85); Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill (No. 86); Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No, 5) Bill (No. 87); Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 

6) Bill (No. 88).—Brought from the Commons ; read 1*, to be printed ; 
pl referred to me Examiners ~ = a + 1503 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders No. 1) Bill.—Read 2* (according to 
order), and committed. The Committee to be asin by the Com- 
mittee of Selection —... as “ts oa ont dis a .. 1504 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—Kead 2* (according to | 
order), and committed to a Committee of the whole House tomorrow... 1504 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H.1.]; Gas and Water 
Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [H.L.]; Tramways Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1) Bill [H.L.] ; Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [H.L.] ; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill (H.L.] ; Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 8) Bill [H.L.) ; Read 2* (according to order) . ... 1504 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS—-ANNUAL SERIES.— 


No. 2813. Turkey (Constantinople). 

No. 2814. Brazil (Pernambuco). 

No. 2815. France (Réunion). 

No. 2816. Germany (Baden) an om be “ a .+ 1504 
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COLONIES ANNUAL.—No. 354. Bermuda (Report for 1901)... ane ... 1504 


Army (MiLitary Epucation).— 
1. Report of the Committee appointed to consider the education and 
training of officers of the Army ; together with appendix. 
2. Minutes of Evidence. 
Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... bas -- 1504 


ARMY (VOLUNTEERS).—Proposed Amendment of the scheme relative to the 
efficiency of Volunteers, under Order in Council dated 4th November, 
ae an ae ne in sn ‘a sai i ee 1504 


INEBRIATES Acts, 1879 to 1899 (ABSENCE UNDER LICENCE OF INMATES OF 
CERTIFIED INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES).— Regulation made by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department, in pursuance of Section 6 of 
the Inebriates Act, 1898, respecting the absence under licence of inmates 
of certified inebriate reformatories —... we ren id me .» 1505 


DESTRUCTIVE INsEcTs Act, 1877.—Order, dated 3lst of May, 1902, relative 
to the Colorado beetle ... ree aoe ae awe es we ««. 1505 


SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minute, dated 31st May, 1902, declaring that 
Henry Birmingham, artificer, Royal Small Arms Factory, Enfield, was 
appointed without a Civil Service certificate, through inadvertence on the 
part of the head of his Department. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act) and ordered to lie upon the 
Table shi sa on ss i sae i ie ... 1505 


NEW BILLS. 


Pauper Children (Ireland) Bill [H.1.].—A Bill to amend the Pauper 
Children (Ireland) Act, 1898. Was presented by the Lord Clonbrock (for 
the Lord Monteagle of Brandon): read 1"; to be printed ; and to be read 
2" on Thursday next. (No 83) er vi ‘as or ei + 1505 


British Museum Bill [t.1.].—A Bill to enable the Trustees of the British 
Museum to remove certain newspapers and other printed matter from 
the present British Museum Buildings, Was presented by the Viscount 
Peel ; read 1*; to be printed ; and to be read 2* on Monday next. 


(No. 89) _ te ae Ue a eT eee eee 


Wild Birds Protection Acts Amendment Bill [1.1 |,—(Seconp ReavinG. ]— 
Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


The Earl of Jersey Pe aa oe se = wai .» 1505 


Bill read 2*, and committed to a Committee of the Whole House on 
Monday next. 

IRISH SALMON FISHERIES.—Question, The Earl of Mayo; Answer, The Earl 

of Denbigh i o> ge : 1506 
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Earl of Denbigh 


(JUEEN ANNE’s Bounty— 


Viscount Cross ac 
Lord Stanley of Alderley 


SourH AFRICAN WaArR—PEACE THANKSGIVING SERVICE AT St. Paur’s— 


KING’s MESSAGE. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that he 





had received the following letter from Sir Francis Knollys, K.C.M.G., 


K.C.B. 


Buckingham Palace, 4th June, 1902. 

My Lord,—I am commanded by the King to inform 
your Lordship that, accompanied by the Queen, he 
proposes to be present at the Thanksgiving Service at 
St. Paul’s Cathedral, on Sunday next the 8th instant, 
and to state that, should any Members of the House of 
Lords desire to attend on the occasion, His Majesty will 
direct places to be reserved for them. 

I have the honour to be, 
My Lord, 
Your obedient, humble servant, 
Francis KNOLLYs. 


LIEUTENANT-GENERAL Lorp KITCHENER OF KHARTOUM.—His Majesty’s most 
gracious Message of yesterday considered (according to order). 


Then an humble Address of thanks and concurrence ordered nemine 


dissentiente to he presented to His Majesty thereupon: The said Address 
to he presented to His Majesty by the Lords with White Staves. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—VOTE OF THANKS TO THE FoRCES— 


The PRIME MINISTER and LORD PRIVY SEAL (the Marquess 
of Salishury ) as oan sed pane aia or jem 


Moved to resolve— 


“That the thanks of this House be given to the officers and warrant 
officers of the Navy, the Army, the Royal Marines, the Militia, the Imperial 
Yeomanry, and the Volunteers, for the energy and gallantry with which 
they executed the services which they were called upon to perform during 
the prolonged campaign in South Africa. 


“That this House doth acknowledge and highly approve the gallantry, 
discipline, and good conduct displayed by the petty officers, non- 
commissioned officers, and men of the Navy, the Army, the Royal Marines, 
the Militia, the Imperial Yeomanry, and the Volunteers, throughout the war. 


“That the thanks of the House be given to the officers, warrant 
officers, non-commissioned ofticers, and men of His Majesty’s Colonial and 
Indian forces for their co-operation with His Majesty’s Imperial forces, and 
for the energy and gallantry with which they executed the services which 
they were called upon to perform during the prolonged campaign in Soutk 


Africa. 
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“That this House doth acknowledge and highly approve the gallantry, Eas’ 
discipline, and good conduct displayed by His Majesty’s Colonial and 
Indian forces, and doth also acknowledge the cordial good feeling which 
animated all His Majesty’s forces. Pier 


“That the thanks of this House be given to the officers, warrant 
officers, non-commissioned officers, and men of the several corps of Militia 
which have been embodied in Great Britain and Ireland during the course 7 
of the war, for the zealous and meritorious services which they have rendered Pier 
at home and abroad. 


** That this House doth acknowledge, with admiration, the distinguished 
valour, devotion, and conduct of those officers and men who have perished 
during the campaign in South Africa in the service of the Empire, and PRIN 
desires to express deep sympathy with their relatives and friends.”—(7'he 
Marquess of Salishury.) 


Earl Spencer ve i aad oe bas ei a . 1517 


Lon 
On Question, the said resolutions severally agreed to (nemine dissenticnte). 


Ordered, that the Lord Chancellor do communicate the said resolutions to 
the Commissioners for executing the office of Lord High Admiral, and Loc 
to the Field Marshal Commanding-in-Chief His Majesty’s Forces, and 
to His Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Colonial Department, with 
a request that they will conimunicate the same to the officers and men 
referred to therein. 


; (Al 
Loan Bill.—Brought from the Commons; read 1"; to be printed; and to be a 
read 2 t tomorrow.—(The Lord Privy Seal, J. Sulisbury.) ... Ss -»» $623 
BRITISH Museum BILL. 
Viscount Peel ‘as ‘eis ibs aie i — re .. 1928 We: 
Bill read 1* ; to be printed ; and to be read 2° on Monday next. 
Mes 


House adjourned at a quarter before Six o'clock, till tomorrow, a 
quarter past Four o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, Stn JUNE, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANs.—-The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means ... 1523 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE PILL BUSINESS. 
Ashton-Under-Lyne and Dukinfield Corporations (Alma Bridge, etc.) 


Bill [Lorps].-—Newcastle and Gateshead Water Bill { Lords].-As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time wa ‘ai ee ‘an » 1523 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders eaten of staat 
_ Classes) Bill.—Read the third time, and passed... 1523 
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Eastbourne Corporation Bill.—Keported, with Amendments; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed “a and ee hes ... 1523 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.—Copy ordered, “ of 
Memorandum stating the nature of the proposals contained in the Provisional 
Orders included in the Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.” 

(Mr. Gerald Balfour)... ma ae ay! ae ar a ... 1524 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—Copy ordered, “of 
Memorandum stating the nature of the proposals contained in the Provisional 
Crders included in the Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.’— 

(Mr, Gesald Balfomr) ... it aed he a me Be ... 1524 


PRIVATE BILLs (Group H.)—Mr. HEywarp JOHNSTONE reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group H. of Private Bills ; That, for the convenience of parties, 
the Committee had adjourned till Monday next, at half-past Eleven of the 
clock. Report to lie wpon the Table ... tis sae ane oe +> 1524 


London Government Scheme (Southwark) Bill.—Reported, without 
Amendment | Provisional Order confirmed|; Report to lie upon the Table ; 


sill to be read the third time tomorrow 1524 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill. —Keported 

with Amendment | Provisional Orders contirmed}; Report to lie upon the 

Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered Tomorrow ey 7a ue «. 1524 
RAILWAY BiLtts (Group 8). —Mr. Compton Rickerr reported from the Com- 

mittee on Group 8 of Railway Bills; That, for the convenience of parties, 

the Committee had adjourned until Monday next, at Eleven of the clock. 

Report to lie upon the Table ... a oe ay me .. L524 
West Hampshire Water Bill | Lorps}. Reported, with Amendments ; Report 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed oo oi ne ove .. 1524 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorvs.—That they have agreed- 
London School Board (Superannuation) Bill, without Amendment. 
Manchester Corporation Tramways Bill. 
Limpstield and Oxted Water Bill, with Amendments, 


Amendments to—Waterford and Bishop Foy Endowed Schools Bill | Lords}, 
without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, entituled, “‘ An Act to authorise the Liverpool 
Cathedral Committee to purchase a site for and to erect a Cathedral 
Church for the Diocese of Liverpool ; and for other purposes.” 
[ Liverpool Cathedral Bill (Lords). } 


Also, a Bill, entituled, An Act for empowering the Wrexham and District 
Electric Tramways, Limited, to construct new tramways and other 
works, and to work the said tramways by electrical power; and for 
other purposes. {Wrexham District Tramways Bill (Lords). | 
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And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for incorporating the Edgware and 
Hampstead Railway Company, and for empowering them to construct 
railways partly underground from Edgware to Hampstead ; and for 
other purposes.” [Edgware and Hampstead Railway Bill (Lords)] ... 1525 

Liverpool Cathedral Bill [Lorps}], Wrexham District Tramways Bill, 
{Lords}, Edgware and Hampstead Railway Bill [Lords}].—Read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 1525 

PETITIONS. 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions against ; From Doncaster ; 
Little Lever; Aberdare; Addingham; Bradford (two) ; Sheffield; Llan- 
gattock ; Folkestone ; and Shotts ; to lie upon the Table 1525 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BILL.—Petitions for alteration: From 
Southall; Norwood; Seaham Harbour; and Eastleigh; to lie upon the 
Table oe 1525 

FINANCE Bitt.—-Two Petitions from Walthamstow, for alteration ; to lie upon 
the Table , 1526 

FRESHWATER FisH (SCOTLAND) BiLt.—Petition from Stirling, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table ... 1526 

LICENSING BILL.—-Petitions in favour; From Ramsgate; and Bridlington ; to 
lie upon the Table 1526 

LONDON ELecTions BiL..—-Petition trom Camberwell, in favour; to lie wpon 
the Table 152% 

MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER Bitt.—Petition from Ilfracombe, 
against ; to lie upon the Table... 1526 

PLUMBERS REGISTRATION BiLL.—Petition from Swansea, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table ; ” ie 1526 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY Brii.—Petition from Tudhoe 
Colliery, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 1526 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

COLONIAL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Colonial Report No. 354 
(Bermuda, Annual Report for 1901) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 1526 

Trape Reports (ANNUAL SeErtes).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2813 to 2816 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table ... we a as ai ne ie ... 1526 

INEBRIATES Acts, 1879 TO 1899 (ABSENCE UNDER LICENCE OF INMATES OF 
CERTIFIED INEBRIATE cameimaied —Return nie 4th June] to 
be printed. [No. 201].. : :, se . 1526 

SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
31st of May, 1902, declaring that Henry Birmingham, Artificer, Royal 
Small Arms Factory, Enfield, was appointed without a Civil Service Certifi- 
cate through inadvertence on the part of the head of his anit Lby 
Act]; to lie wpon the Table . 1526 
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QUESTIONS & ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


HanwortH SMALLPOX HosprraL.—Question, Sir F. Dixon-Hartland (Middlesex, 
Uxbridge) ; Answer, Local Government Board diz ‘si ss ... 1637 


SCOTTISH CONGESTED Districts Boarp-——ISLAND OF LEWIS SCHEME.- 


Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, Scottish Office ..» 1527 
IsLAND OF Lewis LiGHTs.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Board of Trade ... 1528 
NortH British Raitway—Coacu Roap BripGr.—Question, Mr. Weir : 

Answer, Board of Trade... ... “t ay nee Ds ins oo 2B 
PorT SAID QUARANTINE OFFICERS. —Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Foreign 

Office... pas ir ee nie oe is ae os ... 1529 
YORKSHIRE (W.R.) CONSTABULARY.—Question, Sir Fortescue Flannery 

(Yorkshire, Shipley) ; Answer, Home Oftice ss she iis ... 1529 
FruIT PRESERVING ORDER.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 

Forest of Dean); Answer, Home Office pes ro his ae ssa 1500 
INDIAN) ARMY—Stpply AND TRANSPORT SERVICE.—Question, Mr. H. C. 

Richards (Finsbury, E.) ; Answer, India Office ne _ dis «-- 1530 
CORNWALLIS’S CHARITY, LLANSADWRN, CARMARTHENSHIRE.—Question, Mr. 

Alfred Davies (Carmarthen Boroughs); Answer, Charity Commission ... 1531 
MERCHANT Sutps AS ARMED CRUISERS.—Question,’ Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) ; 

Answer, Admiralty —... a sf aa ae «dh i ... 1532 
CHANNEL SQUADRON—ROMAN CATHOLIC CHAPLAIN.—-Question, Mr. Gilhooly ; 

(Cork Co., W.); Answer, Admiralty... ae ae wae an sxe LSS2 


(HBRALTAR—Dock LABOURERS’ STRIKE—PRIVATE EMPLOYMENT OF BLUE- 
JACKETS.— Question, Mr. Keir Hardy (Merthyr Tydvil); Answer, Admiralty 1533 


H.M.S. “ Brirannia ” — BeacLinc.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardy; Answer, 
Admiralty i sin a ant se “~ an ... 1533 


KarHCORMAC PosTaL ARRANGEMENTS. —Question, Mr. William Abraham (Cork 
Co., N.E.; Answer, Post Office ie sae ia sig = ooo, 1089 


CoNNEMARA Postal ARRANGEMENTS. —Question, Mr. O'Malley (Galway, Conne- 
mara ; Answer, Post Office... bs ay as ie - ... 1534 


SEPARATION OF SANE AND INSANE EPILeptics tN WORKHOUSES.—Question, 
Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, 8.) ; Answer, Local Government Board... 1534 


MOUNTMELLICK POLICE. seated Mr. Delany a s Co., ta ; Answer, c 
Irish Office - in ‘ je ‘ ; . ss -- 1535 


GHIBRALTAR—DocK LABOURERS’ STRIKE—-PRIVATE EMPLOYMENT OF SOLDIERS. — 
Question, Mr. Keir Hardie ; Answer, War Office _... sinc te ... 1535 


BAYONET CONTRACT—-PAY OF SHEFFIELD WoRKMEN.—Question, Mr. Keir 
Hardie ; Answer, War Office ... ee wile oe ie Sie -» 1535 
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ARMY SCHOOLMASTERS.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer; War Office... 


GiBRALTAR—Dock LapourkErs’ StrikE—MoortsH LABourERS.—Question, Mr. 
=! Keir Hardie ; Answer, Colonial Office 


CoRONATION Festivitres—LocaL Rates.—Question, Mr. Loder (Brighton) ; 
Answer, Local Government Board 


UNCERTIFIED DEATHS IN HIGHLAND CRoFTING CoUNTIES.—Question, Mr. 
Weir ; Answer, Treasury 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


SouTH AFRICAN WAR—GENERAL BULLER AND “THE Times History OF THE 
War.”—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, The Secretary 
of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


EXECUTION oF COMMANDANT SCHEEPERS.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ons ens ae ea “ae 

LADYSMITH SteGe—Str Repvers BuLLeER anp Str Grorce WHITE.— bien 
Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


COMPENSATION To Britisn SourH AFRICAN SUFFERERS By WaAr.—Question, 
Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.) ; Answer, The Secretary 
of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Siiaaiean, Wal. 


Peace NEGoTIATIONS—Sir H. M. Cuttum anp THE Boer DeELEGATES.— 
Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Ir. J. Chamberlain 


INQUIRY INTO MANAGEMENT OF WaAR.—Question, Capt. Norton (Newington, 
W.); Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
chester, E.) 


ARMY PENSIONS.—Questions, Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) ; 


Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


UNDER-AGE Recruits. Questions, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; 


Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


ARMY RECRUITING FROM THE CrimMINAL CLAsSsSEs.—Question, Capt. Norton 
(Newington, W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick os ney oe 5G 


ARMY CANTEENS. —Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., N.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


SOLDIERS’ DEPENDENTS AND PaRIsH RELIEF.—Question, Mr. Markham ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


CONSULAR SERVICE COMMITTEE.—Question, Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, 5.) : 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, 
Rochester) we oe i 


SHANGHAL TARIFF COMMISSION.—Question, Mr. Norman; Answer, Lord 
Cranborne 


BritTisH TRADERS IN THE FRENCH Conco.—Question, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur 
(Liverpool Exchange); Answer, Lord Cranborne...... 
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CXXV 


PREFERENTIAL TARIFF FOR Empire Propucts — CONFERENCE WITH 
COLONIAL PREMIERS.—Question Mr. David Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) : 


Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain... 


KASHMIR SILK [NpDUsTRY.—Question, Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree ; Answer 
The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ... 


IXIA AND THE NEW ARMY SCHEME. —Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester- 


shire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton ... 


RAILWAY AND STEAMSHIP RATEs.—Question, Mr. M‘Govern; Answer, The 


President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


PERMANENT FemMALE Factory Inspectors FOR IRELAND.—Question, 


Mr. 


Nannetti ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. 


Ritchie, Croydon) 


Pup. TEACHERS’ CENTRAL CLAssEs.—Qnestion, Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding) ; Answer, The Vice-President of the Committee of Council on 


Edueation (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


ELEMENTARY ScHooL TEACHERS—TENURE OF OFFICE. — Question, 
Mansfield ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst 


Mr. 


PARLIAMENT ButLbinGs—LIGHTING OF LIBRARIES, ETC.—Question, Mr. Power 
(Waterford, E.); Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers- 


Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) wkd Sais baa 


LimERICK AND Kerry PosTtaAL SERVICEs.—Questions, Mr. O’Shaughnessy 
(Limerick, W.) and Mr. M‘Govern ; Answers, The Financial Secretary to 


the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, FE.) 


ABLEYFEALE LAND DispuTE.—Questions, Mr. O'Shaughnessy, Mr. Delany, and 
Mr. John Redmond ; Answers, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. 


Wyndham, Dover) 


KILMARNOCK Sub-LAND CoMMISsION.—Question, Mr. Lundon ; Answer, 


Wyndham AE eae sid state 


Mr. 


InisH INSTITUTIONS FOR THE BLIND.—Question, Mr. Kendal O’Brien ; Answer, 


Mr. Wyndham ... 


CarrLe RATES ON IrisH RAILWAys.—Question, Mr. Hayden; Answer, 
Wyndham , aa tie ¥ 


SPANISH-AMERICAN WAR—BRITISH DIPLOMATIC ACTION PRECEDING 
War.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 


(1BRALTAR.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 
SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


| Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. | 
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Sourn ArricAN War—GraANT To Lorp KircHENER.—Message from His 
Majesty, recommending that he should be enabled to grant Lord Kitchener 
a sum of £50,000. 


The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manche am we 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ... 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding 
£50,000, be granted to His Majesty to be issu.2 co Lieutenant- General 
Lord Kitchener of Knartoum, G.C.B., G.C.M.G., Commander-in-Chief of 
His Majesty’s Forces in South Africa, in recognition of his eminent services 
during the war in South Africa.”—(Mr, 4. J. Balfour.) 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E. ) ‘ 
Captain Norton (Newington, W. y. 
Colonel Kenyon- Slaney (Shropshire, Newport 
Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, a 
Colonel Saunderson (Armagh, N.)... 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) a 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) 


(Question put, “That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided ;—Ayes, 273 ; Noes, 138. (Division List No. 201.) 


Question put accordingly, “ That a sum, not exceeding £50,000, be 
granted to His Majesty, to be issued to Lieutenant-General Lord Kitchener 
of Khartoum, G,C.B., G.C.M.G., Commander-in-Chief of His Majesty's 
Forces in South Africa, in recognition of his eminent services during the 
war in South Africa.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 380; Noes, 44. (Division List No. 202.) 
Resolution to be reported tomorrow ; Committee to sit again tomorrow. 
Soutn AFRICAN WaArR—Vore oF THANKS TO THE ForcEs — 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That the thanks of this House 
he giv en to the officers and warrant officers of the Navy, the Army, the 
Royal Marines, the Militia, the Imperial Yeomanry, and the Volunteers for 
the energy and gallantry with which they executed the services which they 
were ¢ alled upon to perform during the prolonged campaign in South 
Africa. 


“That this House doth acknowledge and highly approve the gallantry, 
discipline, and good conduct display ed by the petty officers, non-com- 
missioned officers, and men of the Navy, the Army, the Royal Marines, the 
Militia, the Imperial Yeomanry, and the V olunteers throughout the war. 


“That the thanks of this House be given to the officers, warrant 
officers, non-commissioned officers, and men of His Majesty’s Colonial and 
Indian Forces, for their co-operation with His Majesty’s ienperia] forces, and 
for the energy and gallanty with which thev executed the services which 
they were called upon to perform during the prolonged campaign in South 
Africa. 
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“That this House doth acknowledge and highly approve the gallantry, 
discipline, and good conduct displayed by His Majesty’s Colonial and 
Indian forces, and doth also acknowledge the cordial good feeling which 
animated all His Majesty’s forces. 


“ That the thanks of this House be given to the officers, warrant officers, 
non-commissioned officers, and men of the several corps of Militia which 
have been embodied in Great Britain and Ireland during the course of the 
war, for the zealous and meritorious services which they have rendered at 
home and abroad. 


“That this House doth acknowledge with admiration the distin- 
guished valour, devotion, and conduct of those officers and men who have 
perished during the campaign in South Africa in the service of the Empire, 
and desires to express deep sympathy with their friends.”—-)Mr. A, J 
Balfour.) 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 

Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) : 

Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, ae 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 382; Noes, 42. (Division List No. 203.) 


Resolved, “ That the thanks of this House be given to the officers and warrant 
officers of the Navy, the Army, the Royal Marines, the Militia, the Imperial 
Yeomanry, and the Volunteers for the energy and gallantry with which they 
executed the services which they were called upon to perform during the pro- 
longed campaign in South Africa. 


“That this House doth acknowledge and highly approve the gallantry, 
discipline, and good conduct displayed by the petty officers, non-commissioned 
officers and men of the Navy, the Army, the Royal Marines, the Militia, the 
Imperial Yeomanry, and the Volunteers throughout the war. 

“That the thanks of this House be given to the officers, warrant officers, 
non-commissioned officers, and men of His Majesty’s Colonial and Indian forces, 
for their co-operation with His Majesty's Imperial forces, and for the energy and 
gallantry with which they executed the services which they were called upon to 
perform during the prolonged campaign in South Africa. 


“That this House doth acknowledge and highly approve the gallantry, 
discipline, and good conduct displayed hy His Majesty's Colonial and Indian forces, 
and doth also acknowledge the cordial good feeling which animated all His 
Majesty's forces. 

“ That the thanks of this House be given to the officers, warrant ofticers, 
non-commissioned officers, and men of the several corps of Militia which have 
been embodied in Great Britain and Ireland during the course of the war, for the 
zealous and meritorious services which they have rendered at home and abroad. 


“That this House doth acknowledge with admiration the distinguished 
vloaur, devotion, and conduct of those ofticers and men who have perished 
during the campaign in South Africa in the service of the Empire, and 
desires to express deep sympathy with their relatives and friends.” 

Ordered, “That Mr. Speaker do signify the said Resolution to the 
Commissioners for executing the office of Lord High Admiral, and to the 
Field Marshal Commanding in Chief His Majesty’s Forces, and to His 
Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Colonial Department, to commu- 


nicate the same to the officers and men referred to therein.”"—(Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 
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Freshwater Fish (Scotland) Bill—As amended (by the Standing Com. 


mittee), considered. 
Amendment made— 


“In page 2, line 11, by leaving out from the first word ‘the,’ to 
the word ‘of, in line 12, and inserting the word ‘ Act’ instead 
thereof.”—(Zhe Lord Advocate.) 


Another Amendment proposed 


“In page 2, line 14, to leave out the words ‘by net or.’ ”—(7he 
Lord Advocate.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick Burghs) — ... gia _ 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray (Buteshire) 
Mr. Black (Banffshire)... aes ae re si 
Sir Herbert Maxwell (I igtonshire) i, 

Sir Robt. Reid (Dumfries Burghs)... eax 

Mr. Catheart Wason (Orkney ond Shetland) 

Mr. Renshaw (Reufrewsh a) e) es. 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ... Ms 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment made— 


“Tn page 2, line 14, after the word ‘net,’ by inserting the words 
‘except in ponds or lochs exclusively belonging to such persons.’ ” 
(The Lord Advocate.) 


Another Amendment made— 


“ In lines 17 and 18, by leaving out the words ‘or other fresh- 
water fish.’ ”"—(The Lord Advocate.) 


Mr. Black ... 


Amendment proposed. — 


‘In page 2, line 18, after the word ‘same,’ to insert the words 
‘and such proprietors and others shall further be subject to the said 
penal and other provisions if they affix in the bed of any river or 
stream, or at the entrance or exit thereof to or from any loch or pond, 
any dyke, hake, cruive net, or other artificial engine or appliance for 
the purpose of capturing or impounding or otherwise impeding the 
free passage of trout or other freshwater fish.’”—(Vr. Black.) 


(Question proposed, “ That those words he there inserted.” 


Sir Herbert Maxwell seid P ‘Ads 
Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkeudbrightshire)  ... 
Mr. Seton Karr nee as 

Mr. Renshaw aes ies 

Mr. Thomas Shar ... he ae es 
Mr Eugene Wason (Clackmannen and Kinyoss) 


I aye 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment made— 


“In page 2, line 19, by leaving out the words ‘these Acts,’ and 
inserting the words ‘the said Act’ instead thereof.”—(7he Lord 
Advocate.) 


Another Amendment made— 


“In page 2, line 21, by inserting, after the word ‘repealed,’ the 
words ‘ Provided that it shall still be legal and permissible for such 
proprietors and others to fish for trout by net in such rivers, waters, or 
lochs where such fishing is prosecuted for scientific breeding or re- 
stocking purposes.’”—(Mr. Thomas Shaw.) 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Police Reservists Bill——{Seconp Reapinc.|—Order for Second Reading 
read. 


The Under Secretar ry of State for the Home oe - Jesse 
Collings, Birmingham, Bordesley) .. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) oe ne .. 1611 
Sur John Dorrington (Gloucestershire, Tewkesbury) si ... 1612 


The Secretury of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 1612 
Question put and agreed to. 
3ill read a second time, and committed for Monday next. 


Prison Officers (Pensions) Bill—[Srconp Reapinc.]—Order for Second 
Reading read. 


Mr. Jesse Collings “ os vr iss ie Be ... 1613 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second 

time.” 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, ” ‘an seh wi in aa ~~ ... 1615 

Mr. Caldwell i sa aa on ses ies wr ... 1616 

Mr. Ritchie a sibs es a ‘a sie os ... 1617 


Question put and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for Monday next. 
EVENING SITTING. 
OPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
London County Council (Subways and Tramways) Bill.—[By Orper] 


As amended, considered. 
v 
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Mr. Whitmore (Chelsea) . 


New Clause (Southern Limit of ‘Sesitage (Mr. Whitmore), brought up, 
and read the first time. 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Clause be read a second time.” 


Mr. Lough (Islington, IV.) 

Mr. John Dickson-Poynder (Wiltshire, Chippenham) 
Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham)... 

Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, E.) ... 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) .. Jud 

Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) 

Mr. John Burns (Battersea) . 

Mr. Burdett-Coutts (Westminster) vn 
Sir F. Dixon-Hartland (Middlesex, l lebrids ge) ... 
Mr. Scott-Montagu (Hampshire, New Forest) 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) . 
Mr. Cumming Macdona (Southwark, Rotherhithe) 
Mr. Boulnois (Marylebone, E.) , 


Question put. 
House divided :—Ayes, 106; Noes, 176. (Division List No, 204.) 
Bill to be read the third time. 


London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill oe ORDER ). 
—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Royal Naval Reserve Volunteers Bill— 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. } 


General Laurie (Pembroke and Haverfordwest) 
The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbr ide) ) 


Bill reported, without Amendment ; read the third time. and passed. 
Suppty [157TH May, AFTERNOON SiTTING]—ReEport. 
Order read for resuming Adjourned Debate on Question [28th May], “That 
this House doth agree with the Committee in the First Resolution, 
‘That a sum, not exceeding £37,800, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the ‘charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, C1 


1903, for expenditure in respect of Royal Palaces and Marlborough 
House.’ ” 


Question again proposed. 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 


Question put, and agreed to. 
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Subsequent Kesolutions agreed to :— 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding £66,200, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903, for the 
Royal parks and pleasure gardens.” 


3. “That a sum, not exceeding £27,500, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903, for the 
Houses of Parliament buildings.” 


Suppty [15TH May, Evenine Sittine]—Report. 


Order read for resuming Adjourned Debate on Question [29th May], “ That 
this House doth agree with the Committee in the Resolution ‘ That a 
sum, not exceeding £29,395, be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903, for 
the salaries of the Commissioner and Assistant Commissioners of the 
Metropolitan Police, and of the Receiver for the Metropolitan Police 
District, the pay and expenses of officers of Metropolitan Police 
employed on special duties, and the salaries and expenses of the 
Inspectors of Constabulary.’ ” ba 


Question put and agreed to. 
Suppty [26TH May]—Report. 
Resolutions reported :— 


CiviL SERVICE EsTIMATES, 1902-3—Cuass V. 

1. “That asum, not exceeding £1,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1903, for grant in aid of the revenue of the island of Cyprus.” 


2. “ That a sum, not exceeding £133,225, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1903, for the subsidies to certain telegraph companies and a grant in 
aid of the annual expenses of the Pacific cable.” 


3. “That a sum, not exceeding £40,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray 
the charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, in respect of a loan to the 
Government of Crete.” ... “i ve as 4s is .-. 1637 


Resolutions agreed to. 
SuprLy [27TH May]—Report. 
Resolutions reported :— 


Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTs ESTIMATES, 1902-3.—Ctass II. 
1. “That a sum, not exceeding £25,716, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1903, for the salaries and expenses of the Board of Agriculture, and to 

pay certain grants in aid.” 


Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, 8.) ... ine eh is ... 1639 
The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) ... 1637 
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Mr. MacVeugh (Down, S.) ame aly Sao ad = ... 164] 
Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) ... ss we ‘i iin a ... 1641 


Question put, and agreed to. 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding £18,442, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the 
salaries and expenses of the Charity Commission for England and Wales.” 


3. “That a sum, not exceeding £26,402, be granted to His Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
cour-e of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, 
for the salaries and expenses of the Civil Service Commission.” 


Mr. T. P. O'vonnor (Liverpool, Scotland) sie on sh ... 1642 
Resolutions agreed to, 


4. “That a sum, not exceeding £38,605, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903, for the 
salaries and expenses of the Department of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General.” 


5. “That a sum, not exceeding £4,361, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the 
salaries and expenses of the Registry of Friendly Societies.” 





6. “That a sum, not exceeding £420,145, be granted to His Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, 
for stationery, printing, paper, binding, and printed books for the public 
service ; to pay the salaries and expenses of the Stationery Office ; and for 
sundry miscellaneous services, including Reports of Parliamentary Debates.” 
Resolutions agreed to. 

ScppLy [30TH May]—Report. 
Resolution reported :— 

CiviL Service Estimates, 1902-3. Crass Il.—-‘‘That a sum, not exceeding 
£92,356, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the salaries and expenses of the Office 
of His Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Home Department and subor- 
dinate Offices.” 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor -_ ie me ey fui ax ... 164 
Resolution agreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made, and Question, ‘That this House do now adjourn ”—(J/r. 
Austen Chamberlain)— put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at ten minutes before Twelve o'clock. 
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ERRATA. 


Page 867, Mr. DUKE (28th May). For “He had been present at every 
meeting of the Committee, and,” read “He had not been present at 
every meeting of the Committee, but.” 


Page 1496, Mr. TOMLINSON, read Mr. TOMKINSON. 


Page 1566, Mr. CREMER (5th June). First sentence should read :—“ If 
the proposal before the Committee was simply a vote of thanks to Lord 
Kitchener for the part which he played in his negotiations with the 
Boer leaders, and bringing the war to a conclusion, I should not have 
opposed the Motion ; but when we are asked to vote a sum of £50,000 
to Lord Kitchener for his services in the field, I, for one, must decline 
to do so. From the commencement of the war to the present time I 
have not voted sixpence for the war, or for any expenses arising out of 
the war, which | regarded as horrible ; and I hope to be consistent to 
the end of the chapter.” 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Tuesday, 13th Muy, 1902. 


: Handley Carr Glyn, Lord Bishop of 
: Durham, was (in the usual manner) 
> introduced. 


The Viscount Melville took the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


- The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 

House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
(Steam Vessels). 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junc- 
tion Railway and Dock (South York- 
shire Extension Lines). 

Preston Corporation. 


VOL. CVIII. _[Fourrn Series. | 





THE 


THIRD SESSION or tunr TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT o¥ THE 


BRITAIN anp IRELAND, IN THE 


Seconp YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


HIS MAJESTY KING EDWARD VII. 


EIGHTH VOLUME OF SESSION. 


And also the Certificates that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing B ills have been complied with : 


Edueation Board Provisional Orders 
Confirmation (Barnes, ec.) [H.-L | 
Edueation Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (Swansea United Dis- 

trict) (No. 2) | H.L.| 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 

Report from, That the Standing 
Orders not complied with in respect 
of the petition for a Bill by the Barrow 
Hematite Steel Company, Limited, 
ought to be dispensed with, and leave 
given to introduce the Bill. 


That the further Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the Not- 
tingham and Retford Railway Bill 
ought to be dispensed with and the Bill 
allowed to proceed, subject to the 
consent of the Duke of Neweastle 
being proved before the Committee on 
| the Bill. 


Read, and agreed to. 
A 








3 Private Bill 
HASTINGS HARBOUR DISTRICT RAIL- 
WAY (EXTENSION OF TIME) BILL 
[H.1. ]. 
Report:d, with an Amendment. 


FAREHAM GAS BILL, 
MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL 
ELECTRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL. 

The King’s consent signified; and 
Bills reported, without Amendment. 


OMAGH URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL, 
LIVERPOOL CATHEDRAL BILL [H.L.], 


IMPERIAL INSTITUTE BILL [u.1.]. 
Reported, with Amendments. 


SOUTHPORT AND LYTHAM TRAM- 
ROAD BILL, 


BIRKENHEAD CORPORATION BILL, 


BRYNMAWR AND WESTERN VALLEYS | 


RAILWAY (VESTING) BILL, 
CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL, 
CAVEHILL AND WHITEWELL TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 

Read 2*, and committed; the Com- 


mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


DARTFORD IMPROVEMENT BILL. 

Read 2*, and committed. 

NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 

Read 2", and committed; the Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 

NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY (STEAM 

VESSELS) BILL. 

Read 2*, and committed. 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL. 
Read 2", and committed; the Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
Read 3", and passed. 
SOUTH-EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- 


HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS BILL. 
[H.L. ] 


Read 3", and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


{LORDS} 





Business. 4 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons. 


DUBLIN PORTS*AND DOCKS BOARD 
I » 
DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 
RAILWAY BILL, 
GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY (No. 1) 
L, 
MIDLAND RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) 
BILL, 
WEST GLOUCESTERSHIRE WATER 
BILL, 


WHITECHAPEL AND BOW RAILWAY 
BLLL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 
1*; and referred to the Examiners. 


| NORTH WARWICKSHIRE WATER BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


WREXHAM DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
BILL [H.1.}. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 

CHARING CROSS, HAMMERSMITH, AND 
DISTRICT ELECTRIC RAILWAY (No. 1) 
BILL [n. tL. ], 

CHARING CROSS, HAMMERSMITH, AND 
DISTRICT ELECTRIC RAILWAY (No. 
2) BILL [u.1. }. 


Report from the Select Committee, 


That it is not expedient to proceed 


further with the Bills; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


DOVER HARBOUR BILL [u.1.], 


Report from the Select Committee. 
That the Commitiee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been with- 
| drawn; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The orders made on the 13th 
(of February and 25th of April last 
| discharged, and Bill committed. 
| 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
| ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 


|order. Bill reported without Amend- 
/ment. Standing Committee negatived ; 


| and Bill to be read 3* on Thursday next. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
Read 1*; to be printed ; and referred 
| to the Examiners. (No. 73.) 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LAND REGISTRY (GLAND TRANSFER 
ACTS, 1875-1897). 

Report of the Registrar of the Land 
Registry on the first three years (1899, 
1900, 1901) of the work of constructing 
a general register of title for the County 
of London. 


ARMY (MEDICAL DEPARTMENT). 
Report for the year 1900. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP. 
Annual Report of the Chief Inspector 
of Factories and Workshops, for the year 
1901; Part I. Reports. 


NAVIGATION AND SHIPPING. 
Annual Statement of Navigation and 
Shipping of the United Kingdom, for the 
year 1901. 


EXPLOSIVES (ACCIDENT AT THE BLEN- 

HEIM ENGINEERING COMPANY'S 

FACTORY, GREENWICH MARSHES). 

Report to the right hon. the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department by 
Captain J. H. Thomson, His Majesty's 
Chief Inspector of Explosives, on the 
circumstances attending an accident which 
occurred in the drying house for coloured 
stars at the factory of the Blenheim 
Engineering Company, Limited, at Tunnel 
Lane, Greenwich Marshes, on the 25th 
March, 1902. 


Presented [by command]; and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) 
BILL [4.1.1], 
Read 3°, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


CHARGES AGAINST THE POLICE. 


Eart RUSSELL: My Lords, I rise to | 
vall attention to a charge of disorderly | 
| supplied the beer to Smythe. The bar- 


conduct against Arthur Smith, heard at 
Bow-street on 11th April; and to ask His 
Majesty’s Government what steps have 
been taken to deal with the serious 
charge made against Police Constable 
Timms, 316 D, during the hearing of 
that case. It appears, from the report of 
the case in the Sf. Pancras Chronicle of 
April 19th, that the man Smith was 
charged with disorderly conduct by 
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Police Constable Timms, who alleged that 


he pushed ladies and gentlemen about at 
Gower-street station, and generally acted 
the part of a Hooligan. In the course of 
the defence the tables were turned by 
the evidence, and it appeared that Smith 
was the aggrieved and assaulted party. 
Smith himself went into the witness box, 
and the evidence he gave was to the 
effect that he was about to enter a public 
convenience in Gower Place, when he 
saw the policeman inside it drinking 
beer from a glass. He thereupon 
laughed, and drew a friend’s attention to 
the constable, who then dropped the 
glassand came out and knocked him 
about, making the remark that he 
would teach him to spy upon the force. 
He was then taken to the station. At 
the station he told the inspector the 
facts, but the inspector refused to listen 
tothem. A young man named Smythe 
was called and gave evidence, according 
to the report, with manifest reluctance. 
He said he would not have given 
evidence if the solicitor for the defence 
had not served him with a subpoena. 
This witness admitted that he had taken 
the beer to the constable in the con- 
venience at the time mentioned on the 
night in question. In answer to the 
magistrate, he said that he and other 
costermongers were compelled to 
treat the police, or otherwise it 
was a case of ‘Move on” with 


them, and they would make things 


nasty. Mr. Timewell, of Gower Street, 
deposed that on hearing repeated police 
whistles and seeing people running in 
the direction of Gower Place, he went 
out to ascertain what was the matter. 
He found the defendant held by a 


_policeman against the wall, bleeding 


from the nose and mouth, saying ‘he 
never intended to give the policeman 
away.” Mr. Fenwick, the magistrate. 
was not satisfied with the evidence, and 
expressed a wish to see the barman who 


man was called. He admitted that he 
supplied Smythe with beer in a glass on 


the night in question, but did not know 


what became of the glass, which was 

similar to the broken one produced. 

The magistrate dismissed the summons, 

the evidence against the prisoner being 

most unsatisfactory. The charges were 
A2 
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not in any sense proved, but they were 
made on oath during the hearing of the 
case, and they amount to an accusation 
that the constable, having first broken 
the regulations by drinking beer while 
on duty, then attempted to cover this 
breach by knocking about and ultimately 
taking into custody a member of the 
public who had detected and might have 
reported him. The case rests merely on 
statements made by the witnesses, but 
they had the effect of satisfying the 
magistrate that the charge made by the 
constable could not be substantiated. 
The statement was also made that 
costermongers were obliged to treat the 
police in this way. I am informed that 
when the witness who saw the occurrence 
offered to give evidence in favour of the 
prisoner, he was told by the inspector 
that if he did not go out of the station 
he (the inspector) would “hit him in 
the mouth.” ‘This discloses a very 
serious and regrettable state of things, 
and I wish to ask the Government 
whether any investigation is being made 
into the matter. I am informed that 
the man Smythe, who gave evidence that 
he had taken the beer to the constable, 
has disappeared from the place and 
cannot be found. ‘The suggestion is that 
there is a conspiracy on the part of the 
police to hush this matter up. I have 
to ask that we may have some assurance 
that these serious charges will be fully 
and impartially investigated. 


Lorp BELPER: My Lords, in answer 
to the Question which the noble Earl has 
put on the Paper, I have to say that the 
Home Secretary has made full inquiry, 
and has received a report from the 
magistrate who heard the case. I think 
the House will agree that it would not 
be desirable that I should follow the 
noble Lord into the details of the evi- 
dence, for it is obvious that this House is 
not the proper place in which to revise 
decisions of police magistrates, especially 
when there is not the slightest sugges- 
tion that there has not been a fair hear- 
ing. The Home Secretary has received 
a report from the magistrate who heard 
the case, and also the notes of the evi- 
dence, which he has fully considered. It 
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both sides, he came to the conclusion 
that, the testimony was of such a con- 
flicting character, and many of the facts 
were in such doubt, that he was not 
justified in binding over the defendant 
to be of good behaviour. He conse- 
quently discharged him. When the 
defendant was discharged, his counsel 
immediately applied for a summons 
against the constable for assault; but 
the magistrate, for the same reasons as 
those which led to his previous decision, 
held that it would not be fair to allow 
proceedings against the constable. It 
was then intimated that an endeavour 
would be made to produce additional 
evidence, and the magistrate expressed 
himself perfectly ready to hear any 
further evidence that might be forth- 
coming, and carefully consider it. Those 
are the circumstances of this case, and, 
without entering at all into the details, I 
may say that the Home Secretary entirely 
supports the decision of the Commissioner 
of Police to follow the same course as the 
magistrate, and to take no further action 
unless additional evidence is produced. 
Of course, if further evidence is produced, 
then he will have to reconsider the whole 
case. I do not think I need say anything 


further except to strongly repudiate the: 


suggestion made by the noble Earl that 
the police have taken some part in an 


attempt to hush up the case and conceal: 


| evidence. 


appears that the magistrate gave a very | 
long and careful hearing to the different 


witnesses who were called, and that, after | 


Farl Russell. 


EarL RUSSELL: Do I understand 
that no inquiry will be made by the 
Commissioner of Police into the general 
charge of drinking on the part of the 
police while on duty? I mean a disci- 
plinary inquiry. 


Lorp BELPER: I have already stated 
that the Commissioner of Police, follow- 
ing the same course as the magistrate, 
does not consider there is sufficient 
evidence at present to justify the holding 
of an inquiry. 


CELLULOID. 

Lorp SALTOUN: My Lords, I rise to 
ask His Majesty’s Government, in view 
of the fact that celluloid is a highly 
inflammable and sometimes explosive 
substance, manufactured chiefly from 
gun-cotton, and that it is used freely in 
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articles of attire, such as combs and | 
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collars, if they will cause such modifica | 


tion to be used in its manufacture, or 
place such regulations and restrictions 
upon its sale, as will render impossible 
the recurrence of the many serious 
burning accidents which have already 
resulted from the unrestricted sale of 
this article. I may mention that a 
member of my family suffered severely 


from the ignition of a comb of this 


material while she was sitting at a 
distance of about 4ft. from an ordinary 
‘drawing-room fire. Her head was 
enveloped in flames, and she suffered a 
severe scalp wound and the destruction 
of a portion of her hair. This, I think, 
will explain the interest I take in the 
matter, and the anxiety which I feel 
‘that the public should be protected from 
this danger. I understand that there 
is a preparation of soda which, when 
mixed with the solution of gun-cotton, 
which is the basis of celluloid, renders 
it incombustible. If all articles of 
this kind were so treated, there 
would be no necessity to call atten- 
tion to this subject, but I believe cellu- 
loid is sold under various names, and 
that many articles are not rendered 
incombustible. Professor Ogston, of 
Aberdeen University, who has, I think, 
been employed in South Africa by His 
Majesty’s Government, and whose name 
will be familiar to your Lordships, took 
several portions of the comb which was 
worn by the member of my family re- 
ferred to for experiment. He subse- 
quently wrote an article, which appeared 
in The Lancet on 22nd February, 1902, 
on the subject of ‘ Burns from Celluloid.”’ 
In that article the following appears— 
“TI may mention another fruitful source 
of dauger—the celluloid collars which many 
‘children wear, and some adults, too. They 
are fearfully inflammable. The hot ash from 
a cigarette, cigar, or pipe falling on them sets 
them in a blaze at once, and as they are tightly 
fastened round the throat it is almost impossible 
to remove them before serious injury has been 
inflicted. A leading medical journal some 
time age eited several accidents which had 
arisen from this cause.” 
In his article Professor Ogston quoted 
the following three references to celluloid 
burns which have appeared in the lead-| 
ing English medical journals during the 
past ten years— 


““1. The Lancet, March 26, 1892. Experi- 
ments with articles made of celluloid. Portions 
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placed 18 inches in front of a fire swelled and 
off dense fumes at 110°C. (230°F.). 


gave 
Artificial ivory acted similarly at 145°C. 
(261°F.). The writer suggests that celluloid 
should be made _ non-inflammable by the 


addition of some chemical.” 

I believe that suggestion has been tried, 
but I do not think it has been found to 
act over the whole of a piece of celluloid. 

“2. The Lancet, May 16, 1897. A _ boy 
wearing a collar made of celluloid, tied with a 
string, having no knife to cut the String, 
attempted to remove the collar by burning the 
string. The collar ignited, and lighted drops 
of the composition fell on his clothing. His 
throat and face were badly burned.” 

“3. The Lancet, May 29, 1897. | Fires in 
Paris due to kinematograph films igniting. 
Having received information, about the 
same time as his attention was called to 
the case which occurred in my family, of 
several similar accidents where women’s 
and children’s hair was set on fire by 
celluloid combs while they were seated, 
perhaps drying their hair, in front of 
ordinary fires, Professor Ogston requested 
the assistance of Professor Japp, Pro- 
fessor of Chemistry in the University of 
Aberdeen, as to the ignition points of 
articles sold as celluloid, and generally 
as to what was known on the subject. 
After his experiments, Professor Japp 
stated that he had ascertained, as nearly 
as it could be done, the ignition tempera- 
tures of the two specimens of celluloid— 
the specimens of the particular comb 
which caused the accident in my family 
—Ihut could not detect any difference in 
their behaviour on heating, but they were 
both unduly sensitive to heat. Professor 
Japp continued— 

“Qn dropping small pieces into a test tube 

heated to a perfectly constant temperature of 
270°F., they began to swell up and froth, and 
within one and a half minutes from the 
beginn ng of the experiment they suddenly 
decomposed with a pulf of smoke, leaving a 
charred residue. On one occasion I succeeded, 
hy gradually raising the temperature, in 
indneing this sudden decomposition as low as 
264°F., but this difference is very slight ; more- 
over, in this way of performing the experiment 
much depends on the rate at which the 
temperature is raised.’ 
Professor Japp gave the following /utu 
with regard to the action of heat on 
celluloid, taken from the “ Journal of 
the Society of Chemical Industry,” which 
show that this substance is expected to 
exhibit greater stability than the speci- 
mens which he had been experimenting 
upon— 

“At 194° F. it becomes very plastic, further 


_ heat softens it, and at a temperature of 285° F. 
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it decomposes into pyroxyline and camphor 
aldehyde. At 383° F. the decomposition is 
instantaneous, the nitro-cellulose intlames, and 
the camphor is vaporised.” 

Professor Japp pointed out that the 
specimens which had been submitted to 
him for examination, therefore, exhibited 
this sudden decomposition more than 
100° lower than properly manufactured 
celluloid. I would point out to your 
Lordships that, from an ordinary draw- 
ing-room fire, the radiant heat is often 
as much as 400° F. Professor Japp went 
on to say— ' 

“It is a matter of common observation with 
unstable and explosive substances that thev 
occasionally explode, or ignite, as it were 
by mere chance, and when they are not 
wanted to, under consitions that, when one 
is experimenting with the substances, would 
appear to insure perfect safety. In the case 
of substances like celluloid this is readily 


explicable, as they are mixtures of variable , 


composition, and they give way at the weakest 
point. A badly manufactured piece communi- 
cates its instability to the whole.” 
That is the point of my Question. Pro- 
fessor Japp wrote to Professor C. V. 
Boys on the subject of the ignition of 
celluloid, and Professor Boys’s reply con- 
tained the following additional point— 
“The curious thing about the celluloid 
button smoulder (it is, under the usual circum- 
stances smoulder rather than burn) is, that 
with all the smoke, and fluster, and stink 
there is nothing that cannot be put out by 
blowing sharply upon the place so as to 
cool it. _ The instinct, on the other hand, to 
squelch it by squeezing it all up in the sur- 
rounding material, is just the one thing to 
make it go all the more, as it is then made 
warmer, and, what is more important, the 
hot gases have no free egress, so they envelop 
the button and a kind of unstable state is 
engendered, which results in a kind of defla- 
gration, or slow explosion, borning, possibly 
severely, the enveloping band.” 
I venture to think that is an extra 
danger, because the first thing one 
would do in the event of finding a 
person on fire would be to envelop 
that person in something, and in that 
way endeavour to extinguish the flames. 
Professor Ogston went on to give the 
results of experiments he had conducted. 
He found that a steel pin further increased 
beat and ignited celluloid. A portion of 
the same comb, placed against the steel on 
a hat-pin, the steel likewise touching the 
thermometer, ignited and left a black 
ash at the moment the thermometer 
registered 200° F. The thermometer 
and a third portion of the comb were 
then enveloped ina small lock of black 


Lord Saltoun. 
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hair, and the celluloid burnt when the 
thermometer marked 180° F. But when 
the thermometer and a fifth portion of 
the comb were enveloped in a lock of 
fair hair, the celluloid burnt at 167° F. 
The variability of the igniting point of 
celluloid is proved by the fact that when 
the experiment with the lock of hair was 
repeated a fourth piece of the same 
celluloid comb ignited only at 220° F. 
A control experiment under exactly the 
same conditions gave 170° F. as the 
burning point of a sixth fragment of the 
comb when exposed naked, without being 
enveloped in the hair. A piece of properly- 
manufactured celluloid, exposed under 
identical conditions with the latter experi- 
ment in order to control it, only became 
softened at 170° F. Celluloid articles of 
uncertain composition and dangerously 
explosive quality are everywhere sold 
and are in constant use, and I wish to 
ask His Majesty’s Government whether 
steps cannot be taken to control the sale 
of all such articles which do not sustain, 
without ignition, a temperature equal to 
that sustained by well-manufactured 
celluloid. At the time of the accident in 
my family I received a number of letters 
mentioning similar accidents which had 
occurred to the writers’ friends and _rela- 
tives. I quite recognise the cheapness 
and usefulness of celluloid, and I do not 
wish to restrict its use; but at the same 
time I do think something ought to be 
done to protect the public from such 
accidents as those to which I have referred. 
In his article, Professor Ogston states 
that badly-manufactured celluloid ignites 
at variable temperatures, too low 
for it tojbe safely used, and he suggests 
that it is worthy of consideration 
whether all celluloid articles of personal 
wear and such others as might give rise 
to firesought not to he compelled to have 
the word “ignitable ” conspicuously im- 
printed upon them. He concludes: 


‘If the suggestion of the writer in the 
Lancet to render celluloid incombustible by the 
addition of some chemical should be practi- 
cable, it would be the best solution of the 
difficulty, and such an addition ought to be 
made compulsory by legislative enactment.” 


I have ventured to bring this subject 
before your Lordships because | regard 
it as a really serious one. I have not 
relied on my own evidence, but have 
waited for some two years until Pro- 
fessor Ogston was able to go thoroughly 
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into the subject, make various experi- 
ments, and come to a practical conclu- 
sion. I beg to ask the Question stand- 
ing in my name. 


LorD BELPER: My Lords, I feel sure 
that your Lordships are not surprised 
that the noble Lord should have brought 
this matter before the House, seeing that 
a member of his own family has suffered 
so severely from the ignition of this sub- 
stance. I do not know that I shall be 
able to give the noble Lord all the satis- 
faction he asks for, but perhaps I can 
give him such an assurance as will show 
him that more care than he supposes is 
taken in the manufacture of celluloid. I 
am informed that if it is properly manu- 
factured and free from impurities it will 
not take fire except at a very high tem- 
perature indeed—-that is to say, it would 
only smoulder at a temperature of 
440° F., and would not burst into flame 
until temperatureof 550° F. was reached. 
I think it is perfectly clear that the 
accidents to which the noble Lord has 
referred must have been due to the im- 
purity of the materials used in the 
manufacture of the celluloid. The sub- 


stance, as he has stated, is made from | 


low-grade gun-cotton, and this material, 
if not entirely free from acid, is liable to 
decompose and explode spontaneously. 
Factories in which celluloid is manu- 
faetured have been brought under the 
Explosives Act, they are under licence, 
and their work must be carried on under 
the authority and inspection of the 
Home Office. The result is that far 
greater attention is now paid to the 
purity of the material used than ha: 
bee: the case formerly. But it is not 
possible to extend that supervision to 
the manufacture of celluloid articles 
which come from abroad, and it may 
be that the articles which have caused 
the accidents to which the noble Lord 
has referred have been imported. Cel- 
luloid is now used in the manufacture 
of an enormous number of articles of 
all kinds, and the Home Secretary 
feels that in the cireumstance it would 
be a matter of great difficulty to inter- 
fere with the sale of it. It would 
take almost an army of inspectors— 
particularly when the difficulty of seeing 
whether the articles are made of pure cel- 
luloid or not is considered—to regulate its 
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sale. Therefore theSecretary of State, hav- 
ing very carefully considered the matter 
and feeling the greatest possible sympathy 
with those who have suffered from the 
accidents in the way described, does 
not see his way to interfere by 
legislation with the sale of celluloid. 


Lorp SALTOUN: I quite recognise 
the great value of the substance for 
many articles, and have no desire that 
its manufacture should be interfered 
with; but I would suggest that some 
restriction might be placed upon the use 
of celluloid in the manufacture of 
articles of attire, or that they should 
have the word “ ignitable ” conspicuously 
printed upon them. 


Lorp BELPER: I will take care that 
the suggestion is laid before the Home 
Secretary. 


FRANCE AND SIAM. 


*Lorp LAMINGTON : My Lords, I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he’ can say when the 
French are going to comply with their 
obligations to evacuate Chantaboon, 
whether their continued occupation is due 
to the Siamese not having fulfilled their 
pledges, and whether any representations 
on the subject have been made to the 
French Government. This is only part 
of the much larger question of the future 
of Indo-China, which depends to a great 
extent on the evacuation of Chantaboon, 
for so long as the French occupy that 
port, so long will there be a grievance on 
the part of the Siamese Government. 
The registration of natives by the French, 
the grievance on the part of the French 
that Frenchmen are not taken into the 
Siamese service, the difficulties arising 
from the frontier on the right or western 
bank of the Mekong—all these various 
points are naturally fruitful sources of 
trouble ; but they are aggravated by the 
continued occupation of Chantaboon by 
the French. The 25-kilométre zone has 
played a large part in this question. 
On August Ist, 1893, the Earl of Rose- 
bery, who was then Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs, read out part of 
the terms of the second ultimatum 
accepted that day, which were these— 

(1) French to occupy port and river of 
Chantaboon pending evacuation of left bank 
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of Mekong by Siam; (2) no Siamese troops 
to be allowed within twenty-five kilométres of 
Mekong.” 

It may, therefore, be taken that when 
once the Siamese had completely 
evacuated the twenty-five kilométre 
zone the obligation rested on the French 
to evacuate Chantaboon. That this was 
so was construed by Sir Edward Grey, 
who said in the House of Commons that 
the French Government had stated 
repeatedly that the occupation of Chanta- 
boon was of a temporary character. 
He was more precise on another date, 
when, in reply to Mr. (now Lord) Curzon, 
he said— 

“Explicit assurances have 
from the French Government that they are 


most desirous of leaving the place at the 
earliest opportunity, and that the French 


forces will not remain a day after the Siamese | 


have fulfilled 


their obligations under the 
Treaty.” 


Asked whether they might expect that 
the evacuation would oceur as soon as 


that condition had been earried out, Sir | - a : ; 
| we had to witness Siam, in whose in- 


- ; 
Edward Grey replied— 

** Yes, that is the only possible interpreta- 
tion which can be placei on the assurances of 
the French Government.” 


Therefore | take it that the Government | 


of that day felt assured that, when the 
Siamese had complied with their obliga- 
tions, Chantaboon would be evacuated. 
The French, however, are still there ; 
and the Siamese naturally regard it as 
an insult that this important port should 
be held by foreigners. 
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very much like to know whether there is 
any prospect of this objection on the part 
of the French being carried out shortly. 
We have suffered so much in regard to 
our interests in Indo-China through 
neglect to embrace opportunities that | 
feel I am justified in bringing | this 
question before the House today. It is 
not fifteen years ago that advances were 
made to our Government on the part of 
the French to preserve the complete 
integrity and independence of Siam. 
| But, either through our indifference or 
| lack of appreciation of the situation, we 
'took no action, with the result that four 
or five years afterwards there was that 
great act of aggression on the part of 
the French, when we ourselves were 
brought nearer into conflict with France 
than at any other time since the period 
of the great war at the commencement 
of the last century. Further, we 
‘suffered an enormous blow to our 
prestige in that part of the world; our 
commercial enterprise received a check ; 





dependence we are vitally interested, 
despoiled of portions of her territory, 
and, moreover, so forced into a treaty 
which so bristled with ragged edges 
that at any opportune time there were 
abundant opportunities for further ag- 
gression. It is because I wish to guard 
against future danger that I desire to 
see a fruitful source of trouble removed 
at the earliest possible moment by the 
evacuation of Chantaboon. 


The port itself is | 


within striking distance of Bangkok, | 


and it has a paralysing effect on the 
Siamese to know that a great Power 
which directs envious eyes to the richer 
portions of their country should be in 
possession of a port so near to their 
capital. The obligations have been 
carried out on the one side, but not on 
the other. | do not know whether in 
International Law a prescriptive right 
is recognised, but certainly the French 
would seem to be acquiring one when, 
the conditions of the other party 
having been fulfilled, they still remain 
in occupation without excuse. 
sure the noble Marquess the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs is 
fully alive to the gravity of the situa- 
tion, but, at the same time, those who 
are commercially interested in Siam and 
those who study Eastern questions would 
Lord Lamington. 


I am) 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): I am afraid I shall not 
be able to give my noble friend all 
the enlightenment he desires upon this 
important subject. He evidently knows 
that the differences between France 
and ‘Siam are of very long standing. 
Their history is intricate, and the 
present situation is still, | am afraid, 
somewhat obscure. It is the case that 
in 1893 theSiamese Government entered 
into a treaty and convention with the 
Government of France, under which the 
Siamese ceded to France a very con- 
siderable portion of Siamese territory 
‘lying on the eastern bank of the 
\Mekong. The Siamese Government 
also undertook that they would evacuate 
a zone, 25 kilométres in depth, following 
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the course of the Mekong, and not main- to be permanent; on the contrary, the 
tain any armed force within that region. very language of the Convention sug- 
On the other hand, the French Govern-| gests a different inference, and upon 
ment, in the convention, announced in| several occasions it has been stated of 
the plainest language that it was their! persons of high official position in the 
intention to remain in the occupation | service of the French Government 
of Chantaboon, which they held at the that it was their intention to restore 
moment, until such time as the whole Chantaboon to the Siamese as soon as 
of the stipulations of the convention the stipulations of the Convention of 
had been complied with by the Siamese. | 1893 had been completely fulfilled. 


We understand that at the present Menee aljemesd ob tenatytve 
time it is alleged by the French Govern- minutes past Five o'clock, to 
ment that several of these stipulations Thursday next, half-past Ten 
have not yet been complied with. They o'clock. 


are numerous, and I do not think any eet 

useful purpose would be served if 

I were to particularise them. Two HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
matters in particular are in dispute, ‘ 

first, the question whether or not the | Tuesday, 13th May, 1902. 
25-kilometre zone has been completely | ——_ 

evacuated; and, secondly, the extremely 

difficult and troublesomequestion of regis- |The House met at Two of the clock. 
tration. The point is this. The French 
claim to retain authority over persons 
of Annamite and Cambodian descent, PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
residing on the western or Siamese side 

of the Mekong. <7 


PRIVATE pa a - = ae : : 
Ter y. ‘Ls ) 1V SLY IN¢ avi 

Lorp LAMINGTON: And Chinese, rete a ED WITH), : 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners oi 

*THE MArQuess OF LANSDOWNE: Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
These matters are in dspute between case of the following Bill, originating in 
the French and Siamese Governments ; the Lords, and referred on the First 
and 1 do not think it possible for Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
His Majesty’s Government, in such cir- pot previously inquired into, and which 
cumstances, to undertake to decide are applicable thereto, have been com- 
between the two parties, or to state on piled with, viz. :— 
which side the right lies. Nor have we Bradford Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
thought that the occasion was one for 
making any representation to the Ordered, that the Bill be read a 
French Government. Having said that | .o.ond time. 
much, I can only add that | share with 
the noble Lord the interest which he CHARD GAS BILL, 


takes in this subject. I realise its great | GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. 


importance to the peace of the regions oa me 
which are the scene of these events;| Read the third time, and passed. 


and I can assure him that none will ‘ 
. * £22 +». LONDON AND SOUTH WESTERN RAIL- 
be better pleased than His Majesty's WAY BILL [Lonps}, 


Government if these differences should , th 

be composed and if it should be found STREET URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
“ , 1 WATER BILL [Lorps]. 

possible tor the French Government to | . 

restore Chantaboon to its legitimate, As amended, considered; to be read 

owners. Nothing that has been said by | the third time. 


the French Government, so far as I am | 
aware, has ever pointed to the conelu- | TIVERTON MARKET BILL [Lorps]. 


sion that they intended their occupation| Read a second time, and committed. 


too. 
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RICHMOND HILL (PRESERVATION OF 
VIEW) BLLL [By OrpER}. 
Consideration, as amended, postponed, 
under Order [Ist May], till Tuesday, 
27th May, by the Chairman of Ways 

and Means. 


Message from 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time tomorrow. 


LAND DRAINAGE PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BLLL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
for Ireland, relating to the rural districts 
of Bantry and Mountmellick, the Port 
of Galway, and the Richmond Lunatic 
Asylum District, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
and Mr. Wyndham. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSEs) (No. 2.) 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order of 
the Local Government Board for 
Ireland relating to the urban district of 
Blackrock, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Attorney General for Lreland and 


Mr. Wyndham. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13). 

Bill to confirm certain Previsional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
relating to Barry, Bromsgrove (Rural), 
Caerphilly, Chiswick, Middleton, and 
Oakengates, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Grant Lawson and Mr. Walter 
Long. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO | 


VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BLIL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
for Ireland relating to the rural districts 
of Bantry and Mountmellick, 
of Galway, and the Richmond Lunatic 
Asylum District,” presented, and read 


the Port! 


{COMMONS} 






























the Lords. 4 
the first time; to be referred to th A 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bil emt 
and to be printed. | Bill 204. | Sup 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) prog @! 
VISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING gap Bed 
WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL tor 

“To confirm a Provisional Order gj oh 
the Local Government Board {gi 2 
lreland relating to the urban district jf 4 
Blackrock,’ presented, and read the firgf ena 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners off of t 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to Ty! 
printed. | Bill 205. | and 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL oe 

ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. as 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orden w; 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to Barry, Bromsgrove (ural), Caer 
philly, Chiswick, Middleton, and Oakey 
gates,’ presented, and read the fin} XN 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to } I 
printed. { Bill 206.] Ex 

WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments ; Repor 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printei 
PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP B). 

Mr. Heywoop JouNstone  reportelg ED 
from the Committee on Group H ¢ 
Private Bills, That, for the convenien 
of parties, the Committee had adjourn Da 
till Tuesday, 27th May, at half-pw Ta 
E.even of the clock. 7 

Report to lie upon the Table. : 

ae in- 

MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. up 

That they have agreed to— 

Dundee Corporation Libraries Ordeg © 
Confirmation Bill, 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orde | 
(No. 2) Bill, up 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orde 
(No. 3) Bill, 

Barking Gas Bill, | 

Neweastle-upon-T'yne Electric Suppl alt 
Bill, without Amendment, 

Cornwall Electric Power Bill, wit 
Amendments. 

That they have passed a Bill intituleiff Pa 
“An Act to empower the Weardale ang m 
Shildon District Waterworks Company 
construct additional works and _ to ral 
additional capital ; and for other purposes 

Weardale and Shildon District Wat4 

0 


Sill (Lords). } 
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Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
empower the Northern Counties Electricity 
Supply Company, Limited, to construct 
tramways and tramroads from Morpeth to 
Bedlington and Ashington to Newbiggin ; 


to make certain street widenings ; and for | 


other purposes.” [Northumberland Electric 
Tramways Bill [ (Lords). } 
And also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 


enable the Mayor, Aldermen, and Citizens | 


of the city and county of Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne to construct additional tramways in 
and adjacent to the City ; and for other 
purposes.” — [Newcastle-upon-Tyne Cor- 
poration Tramways Bill (Lords). | 


WEARDALE AND SHILDON DISTRICT 
WATER BILL [Lorps], 
NORTHUMBERLAND ELECTRIC 
TRAMWAYS BILL [Lorps], 
NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE CORPORA- 
TION TRAMWAYS BILL [Lorps}. 


Read the first time ; and referred to the | 


Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 
PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND 


BILL. 
Petitions against : 
Dawley ; and Felling ; 
Table. 


From Hexham : 
to lie upon the 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
I 


LL. 


Petitions for alteration: From Ashton- | 
in-Makerfield and Birmingham; to lie | 


upon the Table. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petition from leeds, in favour; to lie 
upon the ‘Table. 


FINANCE BILL. 
Two petitions from Glasgow, 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table. 


for 


LICENSING BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Dulwich ; 
Farnworth ; Hampstead; and West- 


minster ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 


Petition from Camberwell, in favour ; 


to lie upon the Table. 
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AND WALES) | 


yy 


~ 


Reports, &c. 


L 


| MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 

Petitions against: From Markbeech ; 
| Tonbridge ; and Chiswick ; to lie upon. 
the Table. 

PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL. 

Petition from Leeds, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
| ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 

IRELAND. 

Petitions against establishment: From 
Rothesay and Broughty Ferry ; to lie 
upon the Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Swansea ; 
Hanwell; and Idle (three); to lie upon 
the Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL AND LICENSING BILL. 

Petition from Rochdale, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 

SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to 


lie upon the Table. 
| 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS. 
Copy presented, of Report of the Chief 
‘Inspector for 1901, Part I., Reports 
_[ by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


EXPLOSIONS (ACCIDENT AT THE 
BLENHEIM ENGINEERING  COM- 
PANY’S FACTORY, GREENWICH 


MARSHES). 

Copy presented, of Report by Captain 
J W. Thomson, His Majesty’s Chief 
Inspector of Explosives, to the right 
'hon. the Secretary of State for the 


Home Department, on the circum- 
stances attending an accident which 
‘occurred in the drying house for 


‘coloured stars at the factory of the 
| Blenheim EngineeringCompany, Limited, 
at Tunnel Lane, Greenwich Marshes, 

‘on the 25th March, 1902 [by Com- 

mand]; to lie upon the Table. 
NAVIGATION AND SHIPPING. 

Copy presented, of Annual Statement 

of Navigation and Shipping of the 

| United Kingdom for the year 1901 [by 

Command]; to lie upon the Table. 








Questions. 
NAVY (SHIPS’ BOILERS). 


Return ordered, ‘‘ showing comparison 
between ships with Scotch boilers and | 


{COMMONS} 


(Questions. 


those fitted with water-tube boilers, j 
the following form— 





Ships fitted with Scotch Boilers. 


Total cost incurred for 
repairs since first 
Commission, 


Date of Period 
first actually 
Com- in Com- __ 
mission. mission | 

Engines.) Boilers. Total. 


Class and 
name of 
Ship. 


| 


Return to include all the following ships 
and classes— Minerva’ class, ‘ Majestic’ 
class, ‘Renown,’ ‘ Diadem ’ class, ‘ Royal 
Arthur,’ ‘Pelorus’ class, ‘ Apollo’ class, 
‘ Highflyer ° * Canopus ’ 
‘Cressy’ class, and ‘Powerful’ class. 
(Lord Charles Bere sford.) 


class, elass, 


EAST INDIA (FINANCIAL STATEMENT). 

Address for “ Copy of the Indian 
Financial Statement for 1902-3, and of 
the Proceedings of the Legislative Council 
of the Governor General thereon.” —(Sir 
Henry Fowler.) 


WUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Carloway and Stornoway Road. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Lord Advocate if he will state 
the probable outlay which the completion 
of the road between Carloway and 
Stornoway would necessitate; and the 
lengthgof the road which is still incom- 
plete. 


(Answer.) I am informed by the 
engineer of the Scottish Office that of the 
new road between Stornoway and Carlo- 
way, 8 miles have been completed, 42 
miles have been partially made, and 3! 
miles are entirely unmade. He estimates 
the cost of finishing the road throughout 
at not less than £10,000.-- (Scottish Office.) 


Dingwall-Cromarty Light Railway. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade if he will state the 
cause of the delay in proceeding with the 


Ships fitted with Water-tube Boilers. 


Total cost incurred fy 


repairs since first 
Commission, 


Date of | Period 
first actually 
Com- in Com- _ 

mission. mission 


Class and 
name of 
Ship. 


Engines.} Boilers, ‘Tp 


proposed scheme for the construction ¢ 


a light railway between Dingwall anil 


Cromarty. 


( Answer.) The Cromarty and Dingwal 
Light Railway Order was submitted ty 
the Board of Trade by the Light Railway 
Commissioners on the 4th February las, 
and the prescribed time for lodging 
objections expired on the 7th March 
The only objection received was fron 
the Dingwall Corporation, who oppose 
the confirmation ot the Order unless a 
alteration made in the alignment 
of the railway. A date in April wa 
accordingly fixed for a hearing, but th 
Corporation asked leave to submit ther 
objection in writing. This was conceded, 
hut a petition was subsequently received 


Was 


from Dingwall asking for a hearing, anf 


the Board are in correspondence with 
the Corporation in the matter. —(Doard 
of Trade.) 


Scottish Harbours-Grants in Aid. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the President 
the Board of Trade, having regard to 
the fact that a Committee was appoint 
in 1899 to consider applications for 
monetary grants in aid of harbours, and 
that the conditions under which  sueh 
applications can be received have hitherto 
prevented grants being made to eithe 
of the crofting counties, will he state the 
number of applications received for 


grants in aid of harbours in Scotland F°™ 


and in how many instances the Cot 


mittee have recommended the ieee . * 
€ 


to render assistance, and the amount? 
assistance thus rendered. 


po 





ilers. Tota] 


5 Questions. 


(Answer.) Ten applications for grants 
, aid of harbours in Scotland have 
vn received and considered by the 
mmittee. In two cases the Committee 
nd that the conditions had been 
mplicd with. Sanction has been 
jen by the Treasury, in accordance 
ith the recommendations of the Com- 

to a grant of £15,000 for 
raigenroan Harbour, and to a grant of 
1500 for Portknockie Harbour.— 
mrd of Trade.) 


Companies Act, 1862—Inquiries under 
Section 56. 

LJEUTENANT-COLONEL PRYCE-JONES 
ontgomery Boroughs): To ask 
he President of the Board of Trade 
hether he will state in how many cases 
ine August, 1900, applications have 
#n received by him for an Inquiry 
ander Section 56 of the Companies Act, 
62; how many such Inquiries have 
nn held; and what are the circum- 
tances and conditions under which the 


rpoard of Trade permits such Inquiries 


be held. 


two 


The 


have been 
Inquiries. 


(Answer.) There 
yplications and no 


(B-cision is left entirely in the discretion 


inless an 
lignment 


ame Port of London 


{the Board, and each case is dealt with 
nits merits.—( Board of Trade.) 


Port of London Commission. 

Sin JOSEPH DIMSDALE (London) : 
» ask the President of the Board of 
nde if he can now say when the 
port of the Royal Commission on 
will be in the 
ands of hon. Members. 

(dnswer.) I understand that the 
pmmissioners hope to be able to 
mplete their Report at an_ early 
ate. —( Bourd of Trade.) 


ublic Use of Post Office Directory in 
Post Offices. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
land): To ask the Secretary to the 
reasury, as representing the Post- 
laster General, whether there are any 
gulations which prevent the public 


om consulting the Post Office Directory | 


BP post offices; and, if so, whether, for 


Treasury 
nount of 


ie convenience of the public in future, 
rections will be given that a directory 
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shall be available for public use in every 
| post office in the Metropolitan district. 


(Answer.) The Post Office London. 
Directory is not an official publication, 
and is only supplied at some of the 
larger post offices for the use of the 
staff. When a directory is available 
/at a public counter without incon- 
venience, applicants are allowed to refer 
to it; but the Postmaster General is 
not prepared to give directions that a 
directory shall be available for public 
use at every post office in the Metro. 
| politan district.—(Post Office.) 


Carndonagh Mail Service. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): To» 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that the mails for 
Carndonagh, Malin, and Culdaff before 
the Ist May last reached Carndonagh 
by train arriving at 8 o'clock, and that 
since the Ist May they only reached 
Carndonagh by train arriving at 9.55; 
whether complaints have been received 
by the Post Office authorities from 
merchants and others in the said dis- 
tricts complaining of this delay ; and, if 
so, what steps, if any, the Postmaster 
General purposes taking in order to 
ensure as early a delivery for the above- 
named districts as what they, had prior 
to the Ist May last. 


(Answer.) Before the 1st instant the 
mails for Carndonagh, Malin, and 
Culdaff were conveyed by a train from 
Londonderry, which was due at Carn- 
donagh at 8.15 a.m., but the Company 
discontinued this train beyond Buncrana 
because the Postmaster General felt un- 
able to agree to the terms which they 
demanded. There is no alternative, 
therefore, but to forward the mails 
by the later train which is due at 
Carndonagh at 9.55 a.m. The Post- 
master General regrets that in these 
circumstances the improved postal 
service which was afforded for a few 
months cannot be maintained. — (Post 


Office.) 


Civil Service—Old Assistant Clerks. 

CapTAIN NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
'To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if he can state the total number of senior 


| 





27 Questions. 


assistant clerks (abstractor class) and the 
number serving in the various offices ; 
also the number of the promotions of 
senior assistant clerks (abstractor class) 
to the second division, under Clause 15 
of the Order in Council of 29th December, | 
1898, and the names of the offices in 


which such promotions occurred. 


(Answer.) 574 persons have been 
certificated as old (not senior) assistant 
clerks. I am unable to say how many 
of these are still serving. They were 
assigned to thirty-eight various public 
departments. Ninety-eight of them have 
been promoted to the second division. 
I cannot give the other particulars asked 
for without detailed inquiry in all the 
offices concerned ; nor do | think that, 
if given, they would serve any useful 
purpose. —(7'reasury.) 


House of Commons Refreshment Depart- 
ment—Leadless Glaze Crockery. 

Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University): 
To ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether he will do his best to secure that 
the crockery used in the Refreshment 
Department of the House of Commons 
shall continue to be that which is manu- 
factured with leadless glaze, as is the 
case in other Government Departments. 


(Answer.) The crockery used in the 
Refreshment Department is not now sup- 
plied by my Office, the arrangements 
being entirely in the hands of the 
Kitchen Committee. I have, however, 
ventured to draw the attention of the 
Chairman ot the Committee to my right 
hon friend’s Question. —(O/jice of Works.) 


Coronation Ceremony—Protection of 

Westminster Abbey against Fire. 

Mr. TALBOT: To ask the First 
Commissioner of Works what precau- 
tions have been taken against fire, 
having in view the large amount of 
woodwork which now surrounds West- 


minster Abbey, in addition to the large | 


amount collected within the Abbey. 


(Answer.) An excellent arrangement 
of hydrants exists in the Abbey; the 
hose is kept fixed and ready night and 
day. The police on duty and the Abbey 
firemen have careful instructions as to 
the use of appliances and fire calls. The 


{COMMONS} 


| that 





Questions. 9g 


~ 


Abbey has been inspected by the officers 
of the Metropolitan Fire Brigade, and 
they have not at present given any sign 
of dissatisfaction. I have asked Captain 
Wells to let me know should anything 
in his opinion, be required to addition. 
ally safeguard the Abbey. I am informed 
the Insurance Company which 
insures the fabric for the Dean and 
Chapter has not required any premium 
to be paid for extra risk. I have warned 
the authorities of St. Margaret’s to 
provide for the safety from fire of the 
stands which are being erected ip 
proximity to the Abbey upon land not 
within my control.—(Ofjce of Works.) 


Calcutta Currency Office. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India, seeing that it is not un- 
usual for from 100 to 200 persons to be 
waiting to arrange their business transae- 
tions in a single room of the Currency 
Office at Calcutta, will he have some 
inquiry made, with a view to provide 
suitable facilities for the conduct of 
business at that office. 





(Answer.) There is in the India Office 
no information on the subject of the 
facilities afforded to the public at the 
Currency Office in Calcutta, but I have no 
doubt that the local authorities will 
remedy, on a representation made to them, 
any inconvenience which may arise from 
insufficient accommodation.—{ India Office.) 


Darjeeling Municipality. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether steps will be 
taken such as will admit of the ratepayers 
at Darjeeling being empowered to elect 
their own representatives, especially in 
view of the fact that, out of twenty-six 


members of the Municipal Council, all of 
whom are nominated, several have left the 
district, and only five are in the habit of 
attending meetings of the Council. 


(Answer.) The municipality of Dar. 
jeeling is one for which the system of 
election is not considered suitable by the 
Government of Bengal, and I do not 
think that it would be advisable to inter- 


| fere with their discretion in this matter. 


As to the statement made at the end of 
the hon. Member’s Question, I have no 
information enabling me to verify its 
accuracy.—({/ndia Office.) 
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wnty Cavan Agriculture and Technical 
Instru tion Grant. 

Mr. M'GOVERN (Cavan, W.): To 
xk the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
jeutenant of Ireland whether he will 
tate the amount raised by Cavan County 
ouncil from the rates to carry out the 
ovisions of the Agriculture and Techni 
al Instruction (Ireland) Act for the year 
nding 31st March, 1902; what amount 
he County Council received from the 
wovernment grants under this Act during 
jis period ; and when will the accounts 
orthe year 1901 be published or pre- 
ented to Parliament. 


(Answer.) The amount estimated to 
raised by the County Council in the 
ear 1901 for the purposes of agricultural 
nd technical instruction was £1,150. 
The allocation of funds in respect of 
chemes approved in 1901, for the period 
nded 31st March, 1901, is as follows— 
From 
Department. 
£ £ 
Live Stock ‘ 380 380 
Agricultural Schemes 525 525 
Technical Instruction 
Schemes 


From 
Rates. 


200 400 


1,305 


1,105 


Flax Scheme 50 


‘0 application has yet been made t 
te Department for any portion of its 
ntribution. The publication of the 
pecounts of the County Council does not 
et with the Department.—(Jrish Office.) 


Monivea (Galway) School—Crochet Class. 
Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): To ask 
he Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
nant of Ireland whether he is aware 
hat the expert teacher who conducted 
he schoo] of crochet at Monivea, County 
mlway, has been transferred by order 
ithe Department of Agriculture and 
leechnical Education, in spite of the fact 
hat the Tuam Committee unanimously 
assed a resolution recommending that 
he teacher be left at Monivea until such 
ime as the class can carry on the work; 
hether he is aware that the class has 
hot yet received the necessary amount of 
nstruction ; and will the proper steps 
2 taken to prevent the stoppage of this | 
peal industry, 
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(Answer). The facts are not quite 
accurately stated in the first and second 
parts of the Question. The class of 
crochet received from the County Com- 
mittee the services of an itinerant in- 
structress for three months from the Ist 
October last, subsequently renewed for 
another period of three months. The 
Department, having been consulted in 
the matter, expressed the opinion that 
any further extension of this teacher's 
services would take away the itinerant 
character of her work, and suggested 
that application should be made to the 
County Technical Instruction Commit- 
teefor a permanent teacher. It is pre- 


sumed the matter will now be considered 
by the latter Committee.—(/rish Offive.) 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


| Australian Immigration Restriction Act. 


Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 


| pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the Under 


Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he is aware that the Australian 
Immigration Restriction Act, 1901, 
which imposes a penalty of £100 upon 
the master or owner oi any vessel from 
which any prohibited immigrant enters 
the Commonwealth, cannot be enforced 
in the case of deserters from United 
States merchant vessels ; whether treaty 
provisions exist between this country 
and foreign countries, whereby the same 
exemption applies to vessels of such 
powers; and whether, if the effect of 
the Act is to subject British vessels to 
a liability from which foreign vessels 
are exempt, he will take steps with the 
view of having this state of things 
remedied. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): I have communi- 
eated on this subject with my right 
hon. friend the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, who has consulted the Govern- 
ment of the Commonwealth by telegraph 
as to the view which they take of the 
point raised. Until their answer is re- 
ceived I shall not be in a position to 
reply to the Question put by my hon. 
friend. 
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Office of Works Employees and the 
Coronation. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to | 


ask the First Commissioner of Works if 
he can now say whether all workmen 
employed under his Department will be 
paid their wages for the two days 
holiday at the Coronation ; and whether 
he can do anything to induce the con- 
tractors employed by the Office of Works 
to observe the same rule. 


Tae FIRST COMMISSIONER — or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DouGuas, Kent, St. 
Augustine's): Men in the direct employ- 
ment of the Office of Works, and also 
contractors men employed constantly 
on the work of the Department on time 
or day work, as distinct from measured 
work, will be allowed full pay if absent 
on the two Coronation holidays ; those 
who will be necessarily on duty will be 
allowed corresponding leave later on. 
As regards contractors’ other men, I 
cannot undertake to interfere, but it 
will be very gratifying if contractors can 
see their way to allow the holidays. 


Irish Telegraph Messengers’ Boot 
Contract. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): | beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, having regard to the fact 
that the contract for the boots for the 
Irish telegraph messengers has been 
given to an English firm, will he state 
whether the tenders for the contract were 
advertised in the Lrish papers ; and, if so, 
will he give the names of such papers; 
and whether the firm that has secured the 
contract pays the standard rates of wages 
of the district and conforms to the 
conditions of the Fair Wages Resolution 
of this House. 

THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The practice of 
advertising the Irish boot contract has 
been discontinued, as it was found that 
no replies were received except from 
firms who are invited to tender year 
after year. This year, when tenders were 
first invited from nine of the best known 
firms in Ireland, only two were received ; 
and when, subsequently, revised tenders 
were invited from five firms, three were 
received. The form of tender for the 
English contract contains the Fair Wages 
Clause. 
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Mr. NANNETTI: May I ask the hon. 
Gentleman to see that in future these 
contracts are placed in Ireland, and to 
inquire if the present contractors comply 
with the Fair Wages Resolution ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN; | 
am not prepared to pledge myself that 
these contracts shall be kept in Ireland 
unless | can see that some good result 
will accrue, and that we shall have greater 
competition than under the present 
system. If evidence to that effect is laid 
before me, I will consider it. As regards 
the second Question, 1 have already told 
the hon. Member that the present con- 
tractor complies with the Fair Wages 
Resolution ; but if facts are laid before 
me showing prima facie evidence that 
that is not so, I will take the necessary 
action. But I cannot act without 
evidence. 


Island More and the Scariff Water 
Scheme. 

Mr. P. J. OBRIEN (Tipperary, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Ireland whether he 
will direct that the four ratepayers living 
on Island More, situate in Lough Derg, 
be relieved from the tax in connection 
with the water scheme for Seariff, in view 
of the fact that they live in the centre of 
Lough Derg and are not within twelve 
miles of Seariff; and whether they 
appealed to the Local Government Board 
to have the island added on to Tipperary. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpuaAm, Dover): If the 
Scariff Rural District Council consent to 
the exclusion of Island More from the 
area of charge, and make application to 
the Local Government Board accordingly, 
effect will be given to its decision. The 
transfer of Island More from the County 
Clare to the County Tipperary could only 
be effected by Provisional Order, which 
must be confirmed by Parliament. The 
expenses incidental to the making of such 
an order would be considerable, and the 
District Council, in view of this fact, 
decided to postpone further consideration 
of the question of transfer. 


Ex-Sergeant Sheridan, Royal Irish 
Constabulary 
Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) : 
I beg to ask the Cmef Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
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Sergeant Sheridan received a money con- 
sideration for leavi ing the country ; and, if 
so, out of what fund it has been paid. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 


Irish Land Court Valuers and the Kelp 
Industry. 

Mr. DELANY : 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he will state, in view of the 
recent decision of the Head Land Commis- 
sion in the cases of Lee v. Nolan, and 
Folan v. Berridge, what method the 
Court Valuers pursued in estimating the 
rent to be placed upon the kelp industry ; 
and whether any new instructions have 
heen issued by the Land Commission to 
Court Valuers to enable them to carry out 
the duties imposed on them under this 
decision. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In estimating the 
annual sum which should be the fair rent 
of each of the holdings, the Court Valuers 
estimated only the benefit to the holding 
from its proximity to the foreshore for 
seaweed, but they did not take into con- 
sideration any advantages which may be 
derived from the position of the holding 
with respect to the obtaining of seaweed 
in the deep sea. No new instructions 
have been issued to the Court Valuers 
consequent on the decision of the Chief 
Commissioners. 


Dungannon Land Court. 

Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state how 
many appeals from orders fixing fair rents 
are now pending in the districts of Cooks- 
town, Dungannon, Omagh, and Clogher ; 
and will he explain why the Chief Com- 
mission did not fix a sitting for the hear- 
ing of these appeals in Dungannon, and 
when they propose doing so. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : 59, and 
251 respectively. The selection of the 
venue for the hearing of appeals is a 
matter for determination by the Land 
Commissioners, who are anxious to con- 
sult the convenience of all parties con- 
cerned, so far as possible. No date has 
yet been fixed for the next sitting of the | 
Commissioners. 


84, 999 


amas, 


Illicit Stills in County Mayo. | 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): On behalf | 


of the hon. Member for West Mayo, I 
[FourTH SERIES. | 


VOL. CVIII. 
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I beg to ask the Chief | 
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beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 


‘he can explain the difference shown 
in the return of the seizure of illicit stills 
| in the sub-districts of Pontoon, Turlough, 
‘and Ballyvary, County Mayo, supplied 


to the hon. Member for West Mayo 
on 21st April last, of stills seized, the 
number of convictions obtained, and the 
amount of reward received by the police 
for making these seizures; and, in view 
of the differences, will he accede to the 
request of the inhabitants of those 
districts to have a sworn Inquiry held 
into the allegations made against the 
police that they persuaded the people to 
establish stills so that they might get the 
rewards for the seizure of them. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: An investigation 
on oath will be ordered into the charges 
against the police which are referred 
to in this Question. 


Londonderry Prison Warders. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that officers on duty in London- 
derry Prison are, on certain week days, 
on which they are due for evening duty 
from six p.m, to ten p.m., obliged to 
perform eleven hours duty, although 
the ordinary day’s duty should not 
exceed ten hours; and, seeing that on 
Sundays those due for evening duty, one 
p-m. to ten p.m., discharge duty varying 
from ten hours fifty minutes to eleven 
hours forty-five minutes, while the 
length of the day’s duty from 6.45 a.m. 
to ten p.m. should not exceed nine 
hours fifteen minutes, will he see that 
this system is changed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The statements in 
this Question are correct. An additional 
warder has been appointed to London- 
derry Prison, and the Governor will 
endeavour to make arrangements to 
secure that the hours of duty of all 
officers shall be reduced to ten per day. 


West Indies Disaster—Government 
Relief Measures. 

Mr DILLON: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether his atten- 
tion has been directed to the action of 
the President of the United States in 
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recommending the immediate appro- 
priation of £100,000 for the relief of 
the sufferers in Martinique, and the 
despatch of Government vessels, bearing 
food supplies and other necessaries, and 
whether the British Government intend 
to take steps of a similar character. 


FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFouR, Manchester, 
E.): I have seen an account of the 
transaction to which the hon. Gentleman 
refers, but I never heard of any Vote of 
the kind being suggested in this Parlia- 
ment. Everybody feels the extreme 
gravity of the situation, and the tre- 
mendous amount of suffering which has 
been caused under the most appalling 
conditions, and every assistance that can 
be given on the spot by His Majesty’s 
Government will, of course, be given. 


THE 


Mr. DILLON: Will not the right 
hon. Gentleman, in view of what the 
United States Government has done, 
the suffering of even the British colony, 
and the appalling and unparalleled 
character of this disaster, consider the 
desirability of making a precedent in 
this case? I am sure the Vote would 
be obtained unanimously. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think notice 
of this Question ought to be given. The 
matter has been under the considera- 
tion of my colleagues, but I cannot make 
any statement at this moment. 


Mr. DILLON: I will give notice of a 
Question tomorrow. 


NEW BILL, 


MERCHANT eee (LIGHTHOUSES) 

“To amend the Law with regard to 
Lighthouses and to abolish Light Dues,” 
presented by Mr. Charles M‘Arthur, 
under Standing Order 31; supported by 
Colonel Denny. Sir Francis Evans, Mr. 
Field, Sir William Houldsworth, Sir 
John Leng, Mr. Macartney, Mr. Nicol, 
Mr. T. P. OConnor, Mr. Renwick. 
Colonel Ropner, and Mr. Charles H. 
Wilson; to be read a second time upon 
Friday, 30th May, and to be printed. 
| Bill 207.] 
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FINANCE BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 
[SECOND DAy’s DEBATE. } 

Order read for resuming adjourned 
debate on Amendment proposed to 
Question [12th May], “That the Bill be 
now read a second time.” 

Which Amendment was— 

“To leave ont from the word ‘ That’ to the 
end of the Ques:ion, in order to add the words 
‘this House declines to impose Customs 
duties upon grain, flour, and other articles of 
the first necessity for the food of the people.’ 

(Sir William Harcourt.) 

(Juestion again proposed, “That the 
words proposed to be left out stand partof 
the Question.” 


*(2.25.) Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON 
(Tower Hamlets, Poplar): The right 
hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, in the course of this debate, 
has referred to myself and something | 
wrote in reference to the corn tax, and 
has endeavoured to show that under the 
circumstances I at any rate ought not to 
oppose the re-imposition of the tax. I do 
not desire to trouble the House again by 
any reference to myself, but I must say 
that I think the right hon. Gentleman is 
somewhat unfortunate in his authority 
'when he shelters himself behind Sir 
Robert Peel and Mr. Gladstone. The 
Government, indeed, are very fond of 
‘sheltering themselves behind somebody, 
but I think that my right hon. friends the 
| Membersfor West Monmouthshire and East 

Wolverhampton have both conclusively 
shown that neither Mr, Gladstone nor 
| Sir Robert Peel considered this tax in 
| the light we are now asked to consider it. 

| Sir Robert Peel imposed this duty as a 
| purely nominal one, and Mr. Gladstone 
| re-enacted it as an entirely provisional 
‘one. But we know that now it is not 
|intended to be either nominal or tem- 
| porary it is, in fact, to be permanent. 
The right hon. Gentleman in his speech 
last night seemed to me to endeavour to 
draw a red herring across our path. He 
complained that my right hon. friend and 
those who support this Amendment. had 
not suggested any alternative taxation 
|to that which they asked the House to 

repudiate. I do not think that that is a 
fair taunt as regards the Opposition on 
the present occasion. We have always 

}argued that not only is the right hon. 

| Gentleman putting taxation on in the 

i wrong way, but that he is not imposing 
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sufficient taxation to meet the cost of 
the war. We havealways said that there 
ought to be more taxation and less money 
borrowed.” The Government admit that 
this is not a war tax, but that it is to be 
permanent, and is intended to meet the 
increasing ordinary expenditure of the 
nation. I confess it seems to me a totally 
new doctrine which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has laid down that we are not 
entitled to criticise a tax without suggest- 


ing some alternative with regard to 


taxation. I can show the fallacy of that 
position. Hon. Members on that side 
ys well as on this side of the House 


ventured to criticise the cheque tax, and 
it was withdrawn. Surely the right hon. 
Gentleman will not go so far as to say 
we Were not entitled to criticise that tax 
without suggesting something to put in 
its place. It seems to me we are fully 
justified in criticising the right hon. 
Gentleman’s proposals for taxation with- 
ut offering any alteration. But, as a 
matter of fact, my right hon. friends and 
other Members have suggested alter- 
native taxation to that proposed by the 
right hon. Gentleman. We are all 
agreed on this side of the House when 
you have a war expenditure of this sort, 
and more especially an increased peace 
expenditure, that we must extend and 
alter our system of taxation, and must raise 
acertain proportion of that taxation not 
oly from direct but from indirect taxation. 
My right hon. friend the Member for East 
Wolverhampton pointed out one or two 
branches of revenue which, if they had 
been taken one by one, would have en- 
abled this small sum of £2,500,000 to 
be obtained without raising the important 
isue which this corn tax necessarily 
brings to the front. 

[ ventured to say on the first 
night of the Budget debate that it 
8s one thing to renew a tax and 
quite another thing to impose it. The 
ght hon. Gentleman did not seem able 
dappreciate that position. He says that 
ia tax is good at one time it is good at 
phother. That, however, is a financial 
principle from which I entirely clissent. 
Vill the right hon. Gentleman remember 
this: that tuis tax, when it was put on, was 
put on simply, solely, and distinctly as a 
egistration duty ? Sir Robert Peel im- 
posed it in order to meet the cost of 
egistration, but I am sure the right hon. 
rntleman will not contend that it is 


ecessary to maintain the duty or to put it 
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on again for mere registration purposes. 
As Mr. Lowesaid, you might just as well 
burn down your house in order to roast 
a pig as to keep the duty on for purely 
administrative purposes. This duty was 
continued as a nominal duty, but, seeing 
that the right hon. Gentleman proposes 
that that shall bring in £2,500,000, surely 
he will not contend that it is now to be 
a nominal duty. There is all the differ- 
ence in the world between an existing 
tax and a new tax. To an existing tax 
trade gets accustomed, but a new tax 
necessarily disturbs trade. And again, 
when the right hon. Gentleman says 
that because a tax, when it was in exist- 
ence for a long period, did not affect 
prices, therefore prices will not be 
affeeted when a new tax is put on, it 
seems to me he is putting forward an 
entirely fallacious proposition. I do not 
wish to put the matter too high. I 
have no doubt that this small tax will 
not very materially affect prices in 
particular districts and under particular 
circumstances, but unfortunately many 
of us think that this is only the first 
step, and we realise that in these casesit is 
not the first step that costs. The 
danger of subsequent additions is a real 
danger, and therefore we wish to enter 
our protest at the earliest possible 
moment. 


The right hon. Gentleman has changed 
his ground in regard to this matter. 
In his Budget speech he said the 
duty would not affect prices, and that 
the prices of bread and flour would 
not go up. Last night he took quite a 
different view. He admitted that in 
many cases bread, and in all cases flour, 
had risen in price, but he attributed the 
increase not to the new tax but to the 
shortage in the crop of corn. That 
shortage, however, existed when he made 
his Budget speech and when he said 
there would be no rise in consequence 
of the tax. | will say this: If it is true 
that the shortage in corn has increased 
the price of bread, it is quite certain 
that that shortage and that increased 
price have been aggravated by the addi- 
tional 1s. per quarter duty on corn. 
The right hon. Gentleman further said 
that the bakers had taken the oppor- 
tunity of the tax to put up prices, but 
surely it must be very bad finance to 
give an excuse to a large trade dealing 
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in the necessaries of life to put up the! 
prices in consequence of a tax which 
you have imposed. The right hon. 
Gentleman dealt in simile last night. 
He said the cup was full, and this tax 
had made it overflow. But it is very 
bad domestic economy when you make 
the cup overflow. You only make a mess, 
and you do not gain anything. !t is very 
provoking, no doubt, that some bakers 
andmillers should have put uptheir prices. 
The right hon. Gentleman has ignored 
flour very largely, but I do not think he 
will deny that a shilling per sack has been 
put on that universally, and that means 
not only an extra shilling per sack on 
foreign corn, but the English millers are 
also getting the additional shilling for 
English flour, which means putting the 
money entirely into their pockets. No 
doubt it is inconsiderate of the bakers to 
put up prices, but, after all, bakers, like 
Chancellors of the Exchequer, must 
live, and in many cases this additional 
tax had so reduced their profits as to 
make it necessary to put up prices. I 
will admit that the increase of price on 
bread has not been universal, although, 
as far as I can make out, it is absolutely 
universal with regard to flour through- 
out the country. That. I think, the 
right hon. Gentleman will admit must 
have added to the price of bread where 
there is domestic baking which is 
pretty universal in the North. The right 
hon. Gentleman says that the prices are 
only the same as they were a year ago, 
but that means that if he had not put 
on the tax the price of flour would have 
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been a shilling per sack less now. 
The right hon. Gentleman admitted 
this, and tried to minimise the fact. 


He quoted statistics relating to a number 
of cities, and of co-operative societies. 
I do not know on what basis he made 
his selection, but I do not suppose that 
he chose the societies which were likely to 
have put up their prices. He said that in 
the cases of only thirty-two societies out 
of 284, the prices of bread had gone up 
td. But that was only about one-fifth 
of the total number of co-operative 
societies in the country, and if we adopt 
the same proportion for the whole of 
them, we have at least 160 societies 
which have already increased the price 
of bread. Each of these societies 
represents some thousands of working | 

| 


Mr. Sydney Buston. 
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men, and to that extent the working 
classes have been prejudiced by the 
tax. I was rather struck by what the 
right hon. Gentleman said in regard to 
these societies. He said the price of their 
loaf generally was 5d. per quartern, and 
he congratulated himself that that was a 
moderate price. As a matter of fact, it 
is a very high price,and these are the 
last loaves on which this tax would haye 
any effect. This is an illustration of the 
ignorance which the right hon. Gentle. 
man has shown throughout _ these 
debates of the domestic economy of the 
working classes, who will be really 
affected by this tax. This matter is not 
by any means a question of the rise in 
price of either flour or bread. Is it 
a‘fact that if this tax had not been 
imposed in a large number of cases the 
prices would have fallen instead of 
rising ? I should just like to quote one or 
two sentences from the bakers’ own 
paper to which the right hon. Gentle. 
man referred the other day. I find init 
this statement with regard to the bread 
tax—that in many cases the time was 
ripe for a fall in prices for the higher 
priced bread, and that this fall was now 
averted—thanks to the tax. 

I contend that the right hon. Gentle- 
man is not entitled toconfine hisattention 
to the districts where the price of 
bread has not been raised: he has to 
meet the argument that if it had not 
been for this tax, in a very large number 
of cases the price would have been 
reduced. Then, it ought to be re 
membered by this House that, in the 
northern districts of the country 
especially, a vast number of the working 
classes bake their own bread, and in 
many cases they will not rent rooms or 
a cottage in which there is not a baking 
oven. On all these people the weight of 
this tax, plus something additional, has 
already been imposed. I do not wish to 
go over the ground as to the effect 
this tax will have on the poorest classes 
of this country. Though it may be true, 
as the right hon. Gentleman said, that 
their consumption of bread will not be 
diminished, this tax, so far as it 
affects the price, will curtail their com- 
forts or their necessities in other respects. 

Now Icome to thequestionof Protection. 
The right hon. Gentleman says that this 
tax will not protect. But he cannot deny 
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that it is a Protective tax. Surely the 
definition of that is that it will give ad- 
vantage to one producer over another: 
one is taxed, while the other is free. Let 
us, if the right hon. Gentleman chooses, 
call it a “sort’’ of Protection. It is 
Protection of some sort, and we have 
learned from experience that a ‘‘ sort” 
of war—as the Lord Chancellor called 
the war now going on—is as expensive 
as real war when it is going on. The 
right hon. Gentleman forgets that in 
regard to this matter he has raised the 
whole question of Protection. The dif- 
ference between the present duty and 
the former tax was that at the time the 
latter was repealed it was a moribund 
tax, and it was the last remnant of a 
discarded and discredited Protective 


system, whereas it is now being re- 


introduced, and constitutes, as many 
of us believe, the first step towards 
some further system of Protection. We 
have during this debate been endeavour- 
ing to get some light from Members of 
the Government, and I shall be glad if 
the Secretary to the Treasury, who is 
going to follow me, or the Leader of the 
House, who will probably speak later 
on, will give me a clear and specific 
answer to three plain questions. First, 
what is the definition of a Protective 
duty ! We have never had that properly 
laid down. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


protects. 


One that 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: That is 
somewhat inadequate, and I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will kindly develop 
the answer a little. We should be very 
glad to have from him his real definition 
of a Protective tax. That, however, is 
a comparatively small matter. There 
are two other matters of paramount 
importance. The right hon. Gentleman 
says a Protective duty is a duty which 
protects. What I want to ask is this: 
At what stage will this corn duty cease 
to be non-Protective? The right hon. 


Gentleman says it is not Protective at ls. 


Is it Protective at 2s. ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Would it be) 
Protective at one-eighth of a farthing ? 
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*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I say that 


this tax, however small it may be, is in 
essence a Protective tax. I am not pro- 
posing the tax, and I do not see that the 
right hon. Gentleman has any right to 
catechise me as to my definition or my 
views. On the other hand, we have a per- 
fect right to catechise him and the Govern- 
ment, as they are proposing the tax, and 
therefore I want to know if he will 
answer my questions. Does he say that 
at ls. a tax is not a Protective one ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


*Mr SYDNEY BUXTON: Does it 
cease to be non-Protective at 2s.? Is it 
non-Protective at 3s.? When does it 
become Protective ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I would ask 
at what point does it cease to be Pro- 
tective ? 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: At no point 
does it cease to be Protective in essence. 
Will the right hon. Gentleman under- 
stand that 1am not proposing the tax ? 
I want to know at what point does this 
tax cease to be non-Protective. In my 
opinion, in the years to come it is going 
to increase. At what point will it be- 
come Protective? The right hon. Gentle- 
man says it is not Protective at 1s. ; he 
is doubtful about it at 2s., and would 
give no answer as to 3s. I suppose he 
will admit that at 20s. it would become 
Protective. 


Then, I want further to ask what 
guarantee are we going to have that 


this tax, which he says is not Protective 
at this moment, will not eventually be 
increased to a Protective amount? That 
seems to me a most important point. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer pooh- 
poohed our fears with regard to the 
question of Free Trade. He said we 
must have very little belief in it if we 
were afraid of a tax of this sort. But 
my right hon. friend last night compared 
the matter to an embankment. We know, 
as the Hollanders know, that in regard 
to the safety of an embankment it is 
the first trickle that has to be watched for 


_and stopped, because unless it is, it will 


lead to the destruction of the embank- 
ment. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Thanet, in his speech on 
Budget night, said the Chancellor of the 
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Exchequer was Cobdenite, and he de- 
nounced him as a Free Trader of the 
worst possible description. 
right hon. Gentleman is a Free Trader of 
the worst possible description, I think we 
shall be in a bad way indeed when we 
have a successor to him who is not such 
a Free Trader. I want to point out to 
the House that already under the pro- 
posal of the right hon. Gentleman we 
are adopting the principle of Protection, 
or, as he ealls it, discrimination, which is 
practically carrying us. back to the old 
times at which Protection prevailed. My 
hon. friend the Member for Devonport 
clearly proved, by the figures he quoted 
last night, that the proposal of the right 
hon. Gentleman in regard to flour and 
corn gave discriminating assistance to 
flour as against corn, and that, if both 
were to be on an equality, the duty 
on flour should be 4d. instead of 5d. 
as proposed by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. My right hon. friend 
the Member for East Wolverhampton also 
quoted some figures in regard to this 
matter, and the reply of the Chancellor 


of the Exchequer was that the same 
discrimination was made when Mr. 
Gladstone altered the system from 
measure to weight. I think, however, 


that was no answer at all, because practie- 
ally at that time there were no imports of 
flour. Moreover, it is quite arguable 
that the discrimination made had the 
effect of preventing the importation of 
forcign flour, for as soon as the tax was 
abolished the discrimination disappeared 
and the imports of flour enormously 
increased. ‘That shows that it was a 
Protective duty for the English miller. 
On what basis has the right hon. 
Gentleman fixed on 5d.? Mr. Gladstone 
put it at 44d., and the millers have repre- 
sented that a duty of 4}d. would 
gave them sufficient Protection. Yet he 
has gratuitously added }d., and has 
practically pledged himself to a discrimi- 
nating duty in favour of the British over 
the foreign miller of no less than 1d. in 
regard to this duty. Hasany notice been 
taken of this matter by the dominion of 
Canada! As we know a very large pro- 
portion of our flour comes from Canada. 
They send us very little wheat: it is 
almost entirely flour they send. They 
have, rightly or wrongly, in order to knit 
together England and Canada, given us 
favourable treatment as regards other 


nations, and we now, as far as I can make | 


Mr. Sydney Buxton. 


{COMMONS} 


But if the. 
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out, are going to put them to a consider. 
able disadvantage in regard to flour, 
Will the right hon. Gentleman say if any 
representations have been made by Canada 
in regard to this matter, because I think 
it puts us in a very awkward position. | 
am sorry to say it is not only deeds but 
words which show which way the wind 
is blowing in regard to this question of 
Protection. The right hon, Gentleman the 
other day met a deputation of importers 
of flour in regard to this particular 
matter, and he stated that it was to the 
general advantage that flour should be 
ground at home rather than be imported. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Minister 
for Agriculture has also spoken and. said 
he would like to see the duty on flour 
considerably increased. The argument of 
the right hon. Gentleman is that he does 
not think it is to the advantage of this 
country that imports of foreign flour 
should increase. That is exactly the 
argument which was used in the old Pro- 
tectionist days. If the right hon. Gentle 
man is going to give his opinion as to 
what is for the benefit of trade, and is 
going to carry out his view by a discrimi- 
nating duty he is reviving the arguments 
and the system of the Protectionists of 
old days. As I understand the words I 
have quoted the right hon. Gentleman 
desires by his discriminating Protective 
duties to diminish the imports of flour. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EXE- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): The report of my remarks, of course, 
was very brief and did not fully state 
what I said. I gave my reasons for 
desiring that wheat, for example, should 
be imported in the shape of corn rather 
than flour, and they had nothing what- 
ever to do with the British miller. My 
reasons were that then you would get the 
whole grain, including the offal, which is 
extremely valuable for feeding stock pur- 
poses in this country. If you merely 
have the flour imported the offal remains 
in the United States. Their stock are 
fed with it and we do not get the benefit 
of it here. 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : I did not say 


that the right hon. Gentleman was arguing 


_ from the point of view of the millers. My 


point is that he is giving his personal 
opinion as to whatis best for the trade of the 
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country, and to carry it out puts on a dis- 
criminating duty. That is the sole basis on 
which the old Protectionist system was 
founded. Further, his discriminating duty 
will reduce the imports of flour, and so 
adversely affect the revenue ; yet this 
duty is professedly solely a revenue duty. 


Under this tax, as it stands, practically 
he is putting a duty on the raw material 
which is consumed—he is putting on a 
duty discriminating against the British 
farmer in regard to his food products 
in favour of the foreigner. The foreigner 
practically will receive to the extent of 
the duty a bounty on his goods. I can- 
not understand how the right hon. 
Gentleman will be able when this ques- 
tion comes Up again for consideration, 
to resist the argument which will be 
logically and justly raised in favour of 
putting a duty on foreign food products 
which come into this country and 
unfairly compete with food products 
grown by the British farmer. Then, | 
in regard to the matter of Protec- | 
tion every single argument that the 
right hon. Gentleman has used in 
favour of the 1s. duty would, it seems 
to me, equally justify a 5s. or a higher 
duty. Indeed, it seems to me that the 
argument once admitted would be con- 
siderably more in favour of a higher thana 
lowerduty. There isthe ordinary financial | 
economic argument which many of us 
raised in regard to the sugar tax, namely, 
that if you are going to put on taxation 
at all you should put on a considerable | 
amount. It is an economic fallacy | 
to put on a small duty and disturb 





trade for very little benefit. That | 
argument will be in favour of an 


increase of this duty. There is also the 
argument which has been used a good 
deal in the course of these debates, 
namely, that in regard to a small tax 
the Exchequer will not benefit nearly 
to the amount the consumer loses. This 
will also be a great argument in favour 


of the increase of the tax. Then. 
again, as our expenditure increases, | 
and it is bound to increase, it will 


furnish an irresistible argument for | 
raising the tax. When the right hon. | 
Gentleman or his successor finds out | 
that by one turn of the screw he can | 


produce further revenue from this tax, | West 
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There is another argument to which I 
wish briefly to refer. In consequence of this 
tax we are practically largely reverting to 
the old system of taxation—the old basis of 
many years past. The policy of taxation 
has been, for some time past, to get a large 
revenue from a few branches, while others 
should go free, the obvious reason being 
that any tax necessarily interferes with 
the trade, enterprise, and energy of 
those engaged in commerce. I think 
it is very significant, and I do not know 
that the House quite appreciates what 


/has been the result of the policy of the 


right hon. Gentleman in the last two or 
three years. One of our boasts has 
been that our Customs tariff has been 
simple and smail. We had reduced our 
duties from 1,000 to only 46. The other 
day the right hon. Gentleman made some 
mystery about the duties put on in con- 
nection with the corn laws; but, at all 
events, this is clear, that while our duties 
before two years ago were only 46, they 
have risen at the present moment to 124. 
This is what is called broadening the 
basis of taxation, but the broadening of 
taxation is practically the narrowing of 
I desire to oppose this tax on 
one or two very considerable grounds. 
In the first place, I think it violates the 
principle of Free Trade; in the second 
place, it appears to me to be gratuitously 
raising the question of Protection ; in the 
third place, I think it has been amply 
proved that it will fall with the greatest 
severity on the poorest class; and, in 
the fourth place—and I do not think it 
is an unimportant point—it has shown to 


| nations abroad, and I am not sure that it 
| has 


not had the same effect in South 
Africa, that this country has arrived at 


| such a financial condition that it is obliged, 


in order to carry on the finances at all, to 
resort to the food of the people. I believe 
it has done a good deal to weaken our 
position abroad, and that it will weaken 
it in South Africa. As the tax is one 
that will be felt by the poorest class of 
the community I, for one, will give it 


/my most strenuous opposition. 


(3.8.) THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
TO THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHaM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): When the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Monmouthshire initiated the 


it will, I think, be impossible to resist debate in which we are now engaged, 


taking that course. 


| he promised that if we desired a unitedand 
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vigorous Opposition, the tax we are now | 
seeking to impose would provide us with | 
the object of our wishes. I think as | 


need say nothing when I survey the 
aspect ofthe Benches opposite. [ Laughter, 
and an Hon. MemBer: Look at your 
own Benches.] But we do not pretend | 
that the whole financial system of the 
country is being upset ; we do not pre- 
tend that a burden is being placed upon 
the poor of the country which they will 
regard as intolerable ; we do not pretend 


that a revolution is being worked in the | 


system which has prevailed here for the 
last fifty years. On the other hand, 


hon. Gentlemen opposite would have us | 


believe, in the face of those empty 
Benches, that the whole country is 
seething with fierce indignation against 
the action of the Government, and they 
ask us to believe that it is nothingjbut 
the inconvenience of appearing in this 


House at two o'clock that prevents | 
| 


Members coming to give proper vent to 
the feelings of the country. 
say more about the vigour of the Oppo- 
sition. I think its union is even more 
remarkable. It has union in negation 
and destruction only. The moment you 


come to any suggestion of a constructive | 


character, the moment you come to any 


suggestion for an alternative method of | 
meeting the financial situation, that. 


union disappears, and we get the most 
discordant notes from every quarter of 
the Opposition. | 

If the state of the House does not lend 
much excuse for the prolongation of this 
debate, on the subject which has now been 
before us for four days, I find some con- 
solation in the fact that it has afforded 
the hon. Gentleman who preceded me 
an opportunity of explaining his position 
and himself. We all admire his courage, 
in whatever cause it is shown, and in the 
face of the hon. Gentleman’s written de- | 
claration on this matter, I think it does | 
require some courage to come down and _ 
oppose the tax in this House. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : If the hon. 
Gentleman did me the honour to read all | 
I said on the subject, I hope he read it in | 
a copy he bought, and not one that he 
horrowed. | 


“Mr, Austen Chamberlain. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
think I need not submit to cross-examina- 
tion on that point. I say that it requires 


regards the vigour of the Opposition [| some courage en his part, having regard 


to his past utterances, to come down and 
oppose this step. The hon. Gentleman 
has left it on record, in a considered 
opinion, formed in the calmness of his 
own study, that this tax was one which 


' was profitable in itself, collected with little 
| trouble or expense and little interference 


with trade, and which had practically no 
effect on the price of bread. 


Mr. 
time. 


SYDNEY BUXTON: At that 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN; 
The laws of political economy, of which 
we have heard so much, are apparently 
something quite different in 1902 from 
what they were in 1869. The hon. 
Gentleman shed a tear over the abandon- 
ment of the tax. He thought the tax 
was given up recklessly, and he has left 
on record his opinion that if the tax were 
still in force nobody would propose to 
abandon it. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : I am sorry 
to interrupt the hon.Gentleman. I will not 
say that he desires to misrepresent me, but 
if he quotes, he should read all that I 
wrote on that particular Budget. I do 
object to have certain extracts read from 
something which I said, without the con- 
text. If he will read the other parts, 
which, apparently, he has not done, he will 
see that on every principle I condemned 
the tax. I was talking of it, I think, 
with reference to other matters. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: If 
the hon. Gentleman condemned it on 
every principle, he, at any rate, on 
grounds of expediency thought that it had 
practically no effect on the food of the 


people. 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: 


time. 


At that 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
hon. Member thought that if it had not 
been given up nobody would be so foolish 
as to give it up today. After all, Ido not 


| wish to press that point too hard. I do 


not pretend that we can justify the tax 


|merely by what the hon. Gentleman 
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has written, or that I have to prove that 
the hon. Gentleman’s opinion at one 
time was not exactly the same opinion as 
he holds now. | listened to the whole of 
the hon. Gentleman’s speech, but failed to 
find in it any appreciation, and I might 
almost say any reference to the situation 
with which we are dealing. What is 
that situation? Weare face to face with 
an enormous expenditure—an expendi- 
ture swollen at the present time by the 
heavy cost of the war in which we are 
engaged—an expenditure which we can 
all s see, even when peace has been restored, 
will be upon a very heavy scale. We are 
bound by some means to meet that ex- 
penditure. There has hardly been a 
suggestion that any other solution is 
possible. Jt is true that my hon. friend 
the Member for Exeter said the crux of 
the situation was the necessity for in- 
creased vigilance and prudent thrift. 
That is a principle to which at other 
times my hon. friend the Member for 
Oldham has also lent some countenance. 
I hope I may live long enough—and I 
believe I may — to see my two hon. 
friends Chancellor of the Exchequer and 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury, 
although I will not indulge in the 
ambiguous task of deciding to which of 
these offices the respective hon. Gentle- 
men may be allocated. But I should 
watch them in either position with great 
interest. [ have served my financial 
apprenticeship, so to speak, in the great 
spending Departments. I have now been 
for nearly two years at the Treasury, and 
I have had some experience of both sides 
of the national balance sheet. I venture, 
therefore, to tell my hon. friends that, 
unless they are prepared to revoke the 
considered policy of this country—not 
only in foreign and colonial matters, 
but in domestic concerns—they will 
find it impossible largely to reduce 
the expenditure on which we 
engaged. 
What, Sir, are the causes of that 
expenditure? In the first place, the 
war. But apart from the war, we have 
been obliged to increase very largely the 
sums which are provided for the main- 


tenance of our Army. The war has, 
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strengthen the Army, and improve its 


organisation. It is not the war that has 
led to the increase in the Navy. This 
has been the result of the increasing 
competition of the great Naval Powers 
which we see arising in all parts of the 
world. What is the next great subject 
of expenditure? It is the education 
grant ; but is there a man in this House 
—yes, there is one, my hon. and gallant 
friend the Member for the Chelmsford 
Division of Essex; he, however, stands 
alone—who has any desire to reduce 
that Vote? At any rate, the hon. 
Gentleman opposite has frequently 
told us that he looks forward to a large 
increase of that Vote. Now, by this 
analysis 1 have accounted for nearly the 
whole of the increase which has taken 
place in our expenditure. The major 
portion of the additional expenditure will 
be found to be employed in the foreign 
and colonial services which concern the 
administration of our great African 
possessions. It has been the subject of 
accusation against my right hon. friend 
that he has not provided sufficient funds | 
for meeting the expenditure of the war ; 
but, at any rate, he is doing something to 
redress the balance, in Lord Rosebery’s 


| phrase, by providing the money for the 


development of those possessions which will 
be of great benefit to the trade and com- 
merce of the country in the years that are 
to come. 

I have ventured to summarise the 
great sources of increased expenditure 
for the purpose of asking the House this 
question—for whose benefit is that done ? 


Can it be pretended that any one of 


are | 


illustrated the weaknesses of our exist- | 


ing system: it has not created them; 
and whether there had been war or not, 


these expenses is for the benefit of a 
particular class or of the wealthier classes 
of thiscommunity? Is it not true that 
the poor are at least as much interested, 
if not more so, in the maintenance of the 
open highways across tne seas, and in 
the preservation of such open markets 
as still remain tous? Is it not the fact 
that their wages and employment would 
be the first to feel any shortage of our 
predominance on the ocean, any closing 
of the markets against our goods which 
we still preserve, while all the markets 
of our possessions are preserved open to 
the world? I say it is necessary to 
provide new taxation, and that it is just, 
necessary, and to the common interest 
_ of all classes, that the expenditure should 


it would still have been necessary to! be derived from sources to which all 


\ 
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contribute. An hon. Gentleman opposite | inconsistent with the high doctrine of 


suggested that the taxation ought to be 
placed on the millionaires, on the income- 
tax payers, on site values — in short, 
that it ought to be placed anywhere 
except upon one single class or interest, 
and that on no account are we to place 
it on the shoulders of the taxpayers as 
a whole. I join issue with hon. Members 
when they put forward any such doctrine 
as that. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) was understood to ask 
who had made these suggestions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: All 
the suggestions which I have quoted have 
been put forward from the opposite 
side of the House, and have been cheered 
by hon. Members behind the right hon. 
Gentleman. 


Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT: I sug- 
gested that should you take off the doles. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Let 
me point out the difficulty of dealing in 
general terms with the whole discussion, 
because that united opposition which the 


right hon. Gentleman promised is only, as 
yet. faintly adumbrated, and has not pro- 
duced any adequate visible results. The 
right hon. Gentleman suggested that we 
should take off the doles from the 
agricultural interests, that we have 
imposed this tax for the benefit of the 
farmers, and that if he and _ his 
friends went to the country and offered 
free feeding stuffs they would be 
supported. But willthey go and tell the 
farmers that what they take off the 
feeding stuffs they will put on the rates ? 
The courage of the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite stopped short at that state- 
ment, and I would be very much surprised 
if in that dim and distant future when 
he and his colleagues achieve a majority 
any one of them will favour the repea! 
of the tax we are now imposing. But 
what have we been told? When the 
right hon. Gentleman interrupted me in 
order to make his own position clear— 

[I am sure he will acquit me of any 
intended misrepresentation—I was say- 
ing that it had been suggested that we 
should have selected taxes which would 
fall on the few instead of being spread 
over the whole population. But that is 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


political morality preached at the same 
time by right hon. Gentlemen opposite, and 
by none more eloquently than by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Montrose 
3urghs, who laid it down—and I agree 
with him—thai it would be pitiable for 
this country to attempt to teach the 
majority of the electors that they may 
call for any expenditure at other people’s 
cost without any fear that any part of 
the burden of that expenditure would 
fallon them. And I venture to think 
that none of the solutions which they 
have so readily put before the House 
would, if the occasion arose, be adopted 
by the right hon. Gentleman opposite. 
I will not delay the House by examining 
these solutions at length. When I spoke 
about the proposed tax on site values I 
was met by cheers from hon. Gentlemen 
opposite ; but I venture to say that for 
any such proposal they will get cold 
comfort in the Minority Report of 
the Royal Commission on Loeal Taxa- 
tion, on which they appear to rest 
their case. That Report says that 
the land affords no large undeveloped 
service of taxation for local purposes, 
still less for national purposes. A_ large 
part of the burden of the rates already 
falls on the owners of site values; and 
the Commissioners propose not so much a 
new source of revenue, but a re-arrange- 
ment of the burdens which already fall 
on that class of property. Yes, but if 
you are going to re-arrange the burden 
by transferring to the owners some part 
of the rates which the occupiers now 
bear, do you think there would be any 
margin left over for the national tax- 
collector when he comes round to try 
and yet a share of it? I need not labour 
this point, because from both sides of the 
House I can quote twenty expressions of 
opinion that we are face to face with 
circumstances in which we cannot rely 
on direct taxation alone to meet the 
growing necessary expenditure of the 
country. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Wolverhampton said the 
other day that it was impossible to meet 
the whole of the expenditure of the 
country by direct taxation, and last year, 
when we were discussing the coal tax, 
in answer to an interruption thrown out, 
he said— 


‘*T do not like the tax on sugar, but at the 
same time I have no right to complain if the 
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Chancellor of the Exchequer, when we are 
pressing him to raise more money by taxation, 
puts a tax on an article which the whole com- 
munity will feel.” 


Now, we are agreed that some portion 
of this great war expenditure must be 
met by indirect taxation which the whole 
community will feel. But why, under 
these circumstances, is this tax opposed ¢ 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Wolverhampton said that this is 
the worst tax which we could have 
chosen, and the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouthshire says 
that it is the last tax which we should 
have proposed. Well, in passing, 1 may 
say that it is the last tax taken off by 
the great financier whose example the 
right hon. Gentleman professes to follow. 
The hon. Gentleman who preceded me 
complained that we invoke the authority 
of Mr. Gladstone in this matter. We 
do not wish to press that authority 
further than the facts allow, but we are 
entitled to say that for more than twenty 
years after the corn laws were repealed 
this corn tax was maintained by Mr. 
Gladstone. We are, moreover, entitled 
to say that he did not do that in ignor- 
ance--that would be absurd—for during 
that period he re-imposed, remodelled, and 
reorganised this tax without a word of 
complaint, so far as I have been able to 
ascertain, from any one of the great pro- 
tagonists of corn law repeal who were 
still living, and even when he had funds 
at his disposal to abolish the tax. And 
now the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for West Monmouthshire would 
have us believe that all that time Mr. 
Gladstone thought this tax most per- 
nicious and indefensible! That is making 
too great a demand on our credulity, it is 
attaching too slight an importance to Mr. 
Gladstone’s authority, power, and courage. 
He lessened the taxation on tea, he 
abolished the duty on timber, he even 
took off the duty on bottled wines. Is 
it to be supposed that if Mr. Gladstone 


regarded this tax as so profoundly im- | 


politic and unjust, so monstrously in- 
equitable in its incidence, he would 
deliberately leave it untouched, and 
spend his surplus in reducing the duty 
on bottled wines? I venture to say that 


if we look at the history of this question, | 


the line taken up by the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite is one which cannot 
for a moment be sustained. Then the 


right hon. Gentleman, followed by the 
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hon. Gentleman the Member for Poplar 
in that respect, says—‘ Ah, Mr. Gladstone 
had an excuse in his time ; it produced 
so little to the revenue that really it 
was of no consequence.” Did ever finan- 
cier propound to a deliberative Assembly 
a more preposterous case of fitness for 
exemption! The interference with trade 
is just the same, the effect, whatever it 
may be, on the food of the people, is 
not less, because the return to the rev- 
enue is slighter; and yet, forsooth, a 


tax which was good then, is now, because 
the return from it is large, an improper 
one to reimpose ! 


Then, if we are not moved by 
that argument, hon. Gentlemen opposite 
say that the tax is Protective. The 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Poplar 
put to the Government a series of ques- 
tions to which he demanded direct and 
simple answers. [am anxious to gratify 
the hon. Gentleman to the best of my poor 
ability. He, however, declined to allow me 
to ask him a question, and I think he is a 
little unfair as to the distribution of the 
task ; but at the same time I am anxious 
to gratify him as far as I can. He asked 
me what was my definition of a Protective 
duty. Sir, [ think it is the essence of a 
Protective duty that it should exclude 
—pro tanto, not absolutely—from your 
market goods that would otherwise come 
in, and cause these goods to be produced 
at home instead of being imported. Will 
any hon. Member venture to assert for 
one moment that a bushel more of corn 
will be grown in this country as a result 
of this duty, or that a bushel less will be 
imported? Then the hon. Gentleman’s 
next question was—At what stage does 
it cease to be a non-Protective duty ? 
It ceases to be non-Protective when 
it ceases to prevent goods coming into 
this country which otherwise would 
come, and when it ceases to cause corn to 
grow in this country which otherwise 
would not grow. If that is, as I hold it 
to be, an accurate description, though not 
perhaps a scientific description, of what is 
the essence of Protection, then, judged 
by that test, this is not a Protective tax. 
But the hon. Gentleman says that this 
tax discriminates unfairly as between 
flour and grain. In fixing the rates, as 
my right hon. friend has already explained 
to the House, he was guided by the rates 
in force when this tax was previously 
imposed, and made only such changes as 
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seemed necessary in the altered circum- 
‘stances. No doubt it is true that it is 
extremely difficult in these cases to 


hold the balance exactly even, or to_ 


be certain that we have exactly 
fitted the duty to every form of the 
article. But ifthere is any doubt on 
the subject it is better to err on the 


side of the whole grain rather than err. 


against the whole grain. The hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Poplar spoke 
as if this were done wholly in the 
‘interests of the British miller. The 
British miller does not enter into our 
consideration of this matter, except 


that he is entitled to justice the same as | 
But does anyone | 


any other citizen. 
contend that it is to our interest that 
we should have flour coming into this 
country in preference to grain, and that 
our competitors should retain all the 
feeding stuffs, and send us only flour? 
If so, will those country Members who 
are so solicitous for the interests of the 
farmers explain clearly to their 
constituents that that is their view of 
what equity requires? Ido not believe 
that it is advisable to discriminate in 


favour of flour at all, and I think I have | 


support for that view. The North 
Western Miller, which is published in 
Minneapolis, Minnesota, referring to the 
-effect of this tax on the American pro- 
ducer, writes— 

‘““The American miller is on the whole 
relieved to find that he has escaped the Budget 
with nothing worse than this ee gee | 
small difference in favour of his British 
competitor. In fact, if it were not for the far 
more serious handicap which the export of 
flour made by the American railway in their 
differential rates against flour, and in favour 
of wheat, the British duty would not be 
worthy of consideration.” 

Finally it writes— 

**Minneapolis millers are generally of 
opinion that the duty will have no serious 
effect on their trade with the United Kingdom.” 
That is the opinion of an organ of Ameri- 
-can millers. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: Is that 
the view taken in Canada ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
think what is true of the United States 
is equally true of Canada. But, as the 
right hon. Gentleman has called my 
attention to it, I venture to say to him 
that he must decide which horse he is 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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‘going to ride; is the consumer in this 
country going to pay, or the producer in 
Canada? If he tells us that we will have 
to bear the whole burden, he must not 
encourage the Canadians to believe that 
they will have a grievance in the tax. 


|; Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
hon. Gentleman has mistaken me. I say 
there is an unfair discrimination in the 
case of flour as compared with corn. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : In 
that case the quotation I have just read 
is equally applicable to the case of 
Canada. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : I only 


asked if Canada were equally satisfied. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
right hon. Gentleman need not have 
interrupted me to ask that question. He 
has opportunities of learning the opinion 
of Canada equally as good as mine. I 
quoted the extract to show that the dis- 
crimination, if discrimination there be, in- 
volved in this tax in favour of whole grain 
as against flour, is as nothing compared 
with the discrimination hitherto in force 
by the railway and shipping companies 
in favour of one and against the other. 
When we get over these difficulties 
raised by hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
they meet us with another. They say 
that this tax falls on the poor, and that 
it falls with especial severity on the very 
poor. When hon. Gentlemen are argu- 
ing that point they are accustomed to 
talk as if this were the only tax we have 
to pay. You cannot judge of the 
equity of the taxation of this country 
without making a survey of the whole 
field and the resources of our revenue. 
It is not fair to take one tax by itself, 
and to say. because that tax presses more 
on one class of the community than on 
‘another, that, therefore, that in itself is 
sufficient to condemn it. You must 
look at taxation as a whole, and _ see 
whether, as a whole, it is equally distri- 
| buted among all classes of the community. 
| Ido not want to trouble the House with 
many figures. I appreciate very much 
the kindness with which hon. Members 
have listened to me, but let me put in 
| as few words as I can the figures which 
|my right hon. friend gave the House 
| yesterday. Take the figures of the year 
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of the greatest expenditure in connection 


which period we are told to compare 
ours to, and to hide our diminished 
heads ; that period when pure finance 
was supreme, and the expedients of the 
present day were unknown. In 1855-6 
indirect taxation was 58°6 per cent. of 
the whole, as against 47-7 per cent. 
today; direct taxation was 41°4 per 
cent. as against 52°3 per cent. today. 
The amount produced per head of the 
population from direct taxation was 
19s. 8d. as against £1 12s, 11d., and from 
indirect taxation £1 6s. 9d. as against 
£1 9s. 1ld. today. Even that compara- 
tively very small difference in the amount 
produced per head by indirect taxation 
is made up, and more than made up, 
by the increased taxation of alcohol, 
and I think there is no considerable 
body of Members on either side of the 
House who wish to see the taxation of 
alcohol reduced, Let me add one figure. 
If we take the indirect taxation of 1855-6, 
the year I have already spoken of, and 
compare it with that of 1901-2, we find 
that the tax on aleohol produced 13s. 8d. 
per head of the population, whereas today 
it brings in 1&s. 6d. All other indirect 
taxation produces today Ills. 5d. as 
against 14s. 3d. in 1855-6. No one will 
contend for a moment that the prosperity 
of the country is not greater, that it has 
not descended deeper, and that the 
working classes are not more able to 
bear burdens today, than in the days 
of the Crimean War. And yet the bur- 
den of indirect taxation, which is the 
burden that falls upon them, is less 
per head of the population, if we 
exclude alcohol, than it was at the 
time of the Crimean War. 

Hon, Gentlemen on that side of the 
House have appeared to think it a 
sufficient condemnation of the tax that 
it would fall on all people of the country. 
How far are they prepared tO press that 
argument! If you are not to tax the very 
poor, it is not this tax alone that you must 
not impose. There are other taxes also 
that you must take off. You must 
abolish the tax on sugar, which my 
right hon. friend put into his Budget 
last year. You must abolish the tax 
upon tea, which my right hon. friend 
has frequently imposed. You say these 
people are to be excluded from all taxa- 
tion and all contribution towards the 
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I venture to say that under 
such circumstances it would puzzle any 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to find 
revenue sufficient to meet our ex- 
penditure, and it is entirely contrary 
to the view which hon. Members 
and right hon. Members on that side 
of the House have laid down— 
I refer to the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Wolver- 
hampton. The hon. and _ learned 
Member for South Shields has opposed 
this tax on two occasions during this 
session, and I would commend to him 
the study of his own remarks on the 
Budget of last year. At that time he 
was very much concerned about the 
coal tax, which he denounced as a tax 
which rested on a particular class of the 
community only, and was not spread 
over the whole community. He accused 
my right hon. friend of reversing the 
whole policy of the country upon which 
taxation has been levied during the last 
fifty years, and said that it had 
been the whole aim of taxation to reach 
as far as possible the whole community. 
That was the aim of the tax upon tea. 
that was the aim of the tax up on 
sugar, and soon. Now, the hon. Gentle- 
man, who opposed the tax upon coal 
because it rested upon a particular class, 
opposes this tax because it rests upon 
all. The hon. Member for the Luton 
Divison of Bedfordshire opposed it with 
more emphasis than anybody to whom 
I have listened during the course ot 
the debate, when he said that, though 
reluctant to use strong language, he 
could only describe this as an infamous 
tax. Whyinfamous? Infamous because 
the mass of the people cannot escape, 
if they would. A tax that the mass 
of the people must pay is an infamous 
tax! It is no use for the hon. Mem- 
ber to shake his head; that is the 
view of his colleague the Member for 
the Luton Division. I do not wish 
to sow dissension in an otherwise united 
Party. I merely show the extraordinary 
results of the arguments used. 


Now, I have approached this tax 
so far as if it were going to fall 


entirely upon the consumers of the 
country, but will it? During this 
debate we have had some references to 
the laws of political economy, and some 
very instructive statements upon them. 
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I admire the command which hon. Mem- 
bers opposite have over the laws of 
political economy ; it would seem that 
those laws alter from vear to year 
as the exigencies of the Opposition de- 
mand. Last year, when an export tax 
was being put upon coal, we were 
told that surely the occupants of the 
Treasury Bench were not so foolish as not 
to see that an export duty must fall 
upon the consumer. This year we are 
discussing an import duty on corn, 
and we are told that it is axiomatic 
that an import duty of a shilling evied 
in Liverpool falls upon the consumer in 
this country, while an export duty levied 
in New York or Buenos Ayres would fall 
upon the producer in those countries. 
Then we had the argument of the hon. 
and learned Member for Launceston, 
which was a very seductive argument, in 
which hesoughtto provet hattheconsumer 
would not only in the end pay all this 
tax, but an extra shilling besides. But 
is it so certain that the price will be 
raised? Is it so certain that the assump- 
tion of the hon. and learned Gentleman 
has any necessary foundation in fact ? 
If it be certain that in every case the 
price of an article to the consumer would 
be raised by the whole amount of the 
import duty, and not only that, but by 
an extra sum which the various people 
who handle the commodity have put on 
to recoup themselves, will hon. Gentle- 
men explain to me how it comes about 
that the average price of wheat in France 
during the last year, instead of being 
greater than the average price of wheat 
in this country by the whole amount 
of the duty imposed in France, was 
only greater by about half the amount 
of the duty? I venture to say that 
a reference to the debate of last year, 
and the immutable laws of political 
economy as they are propounded — by 
the Opposition, and the considera- 
tion of other circumstances such as 
those to which | have alluded, tends to 
show that this proposition is not so 
simple as hon. Gentlemen would have us 
believe, and that the incidence of an 
import duty is a much more complicated 
and doubtful question than anybody would 
suppose. I admit that there is great difti- 
culty in tracing the incidence of an import 


duty, but speaking generally, and in the | 
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long run, omitting the disturbing con- 
ditions of a given moment, I believe 
that if the supply is greater than the 
demand at the current prices of the 
day, the duty will tend to be borne by 
the producer; but that if the demand 
is greater than the supply, the duty wil] 
tend to fall upon the consumer. It will 
depend, therefore, on all the varying cir- 
cumstances which regulate the law of 
supply and demand as to what proportion 
of this tax is borne by the consumer in this 
country or by the producer elsewhere. 
The hon. Member opposite thinks that 
because in thirty cases out of the 
280 into which he made inquiries, 
the price of bread has been raised, that is 
a conclusive proof that the duty will fall 
on the producers of this country. Hon. 
Members take no account of the con- 
ditions of the market at the time, and 
no account of the prospective sources of 
supply ; they take no notice of the fact 
that in certain of these districts rates 
have been cut down below the cost price. 
It is enough for them to say “ Dost hor, 
propter hoc’ —the price has been raised, 
and the cause is the duty. I think the 
tax will be borne sometimes by one 
and sometimes by the other. We know 
that already the American interests are 
combining to consider how they shall 
maintain their trade with regard to this 
duty, and we know that in the case of 
one railway at least they have reduced 
their rates for flour, to enable flour to 
be brought into this country at the 
same price as formerly. But, whether 
| be right or wrong, whether this tax 
falls mainly on the producer and the 
middleman or whether it falls on the 
consumer inthis country, I, for one, will 
never stand here to defend the proposi- 
tion that the great masses in this country 
are to be shielded from the responsibility 
of sharing the expenditure for which 
they are responsible. We are proud 
of our institutions; we are proud 
of our great Imperial inheritance. I 
believe that the people to the full share 
that pride, but I have never hesitated to 
tell them that with the enjoyment of the 
privileges that that great position brings, 
come its obligations and responsibilities, 
and I for one will not believe that those 
who have approved the policy which we 
are carrying out, those who have 
seconded all our efforts to pursue it toa 
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successful conclusion, will grudge their 
contribution to the expenditure that is 
involved, or will expect that they are to 
haye all the advantages of Empire without 
bearing any portion of the cost. 


(4.0.) Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Water- 
ford): I desire briefly to intervene in 
this debate in order to put before the 
House the view which is taken by the 
Irish Party of this tax, and to state the 
course they intend to take. On this 
matter, as, indeed, upon every question on 
which they have to act in this House, the 
Irish Members will be guided solely by what 
they consider to be the interests of Lreland. 
They will look at this question entirely 
from the Irish point of view. Looking at 
it from that point of view, we have made 
up our minds, after careful consideration, 
to vote in favour of the Amendment 
which has been moved by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouthshire. We believe that, taking 
everything into account, and viewing all 
the circumstances of the case, and balane- 
ing one thing with another, the imposition 
of this tax will be injurious to Ireland. 
We feel very strongly that it will press 
upon the poor in Lreland, and that the 
poorer the population the more it will 
press upon it. We believe that this 
imposition is—to use a phrase which has 
already been current in this debate— 
a mean and somewhat contemptible 
expedient, in a Budget of £200,000,000, 
of raising a paltry sum of £2,500,000. 
We believe further that it will increase 
the unjust burden of taxation which 
weighs upon Ireland. Finally, we object 
to this tax because it is imposed for the 
purpose of raising money to maintain this 
war, and our position—our consistent 
position from the very first—has been to 
refuse to vote a single shilling for any 
such purpose. 

The Irish Members have been told in 
some quarters that, in view of Ireland’s 
peculiar position as a purety agricultural 
country, they ought to vote in favour of 
this tax—a tax which, as has been pointed 
out to them, may be regarded as the 
commencement of a policy of Protection. 
It is rather amusing to find that this 
argument is addressed to us by people 
who, when they are arguing the question 
with Liberals above the gangway, main- 
tain that the tax is not a Protective tax 
at all. We are not deceived, we are not 


influenced by such arguments at all. It 
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is quite true that there are many Irish- 
men who would be glad to see, in a self- 
governed Ireland, the power of Protec- 
tion in the hands of an Lrish Parliament. 
Indeed, it is small wonder that that feel- 
ing exists among certain sections of the 
Irish population. If there is one fact in 
the history of Ireland about which I 
never heard any dispute, it is this: that 
the policy of Free Trade, while it was of 
inestimable benefit to this country, was 
the ruin of Ireland. I remember very 
well a Liberal Free Trade Chancellor of 
the Exchequer—the late Mr. Childers— 
de laring in the draft Report which he 
prepared at the Financial Relations Com- 
mission—which draft Report was, I 
believe, almost his last serious work 
before his death—that 

“Just as Lreland suffered in the last century 
from the Protective and exclusively commercial 
policy of Great Britain, so has she been at a 
disadvantage in this century from the adoption 
of a policy of Free Trade.” 

| protest emphatically against the idea 
that in voting against this tax we are 
giving any decision whatever upon the 
broad question as to the effect of Free 
Trade on the prosperity of Ireland in the 
past, or that we are giving any vote 
which can in any way compromise or 
fetter our complete freedom of action if 
the question of Protection in a real 
and tangible form arises in the near 
future. For my part, I do not for a 
moment believe that the imposition 
of this tax will be of the slightest benefit 
to agriculture in Ireland so far ag 
farmers are concerned. [| may recount 
to the House an interesting experience I 
had on the night that this tax was in- 
troduced. Leaving the House after the 
speech of the Chancellor of the 
“xchequer, I met in the Lobby a very 
important supporter of the Government 
and an enthusiastic supporter of the 
tax. He slapped me on the back and 
said — 

“This is glorious news for Ireland; your 
farmers will now all begin to grow wheat 
again.” 

Can anybody conceive such an utter 
absurdity ? Nothing of the kind can 
possibly happen, and no benefit, in my 
opinion, will accrue to agriculture or to 
the farmers in Ireland from the im- 
position of this tax. On the other hand 
| believe that this tax will inflict a 
very grave injury upon the farmers as a 
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class. The question of the increased cost 
of feeding stuffs has been alluded to in 
its relation to English agriculture. Its 
relation to Irish agriculture is far more 
important. I have here a document 
which I received yesterday from an 
important business man in the North of 
Ireland—a man who is no _ political 
supporter or friend of mine. He writes 
from Portadown and says— 

“The case in Ireland is quite exceptional. 
Ireland imports maize and barley in large 


quantities for cattle feeding. She also buys 
offals in the shape of bran and pollard from 


English millers and also from Canada and the | 


United States. The introduction of  co- 
operative creameries has stimulated an 
increased demand for Indian meal, barley 


meal, and all other feeding stuffs, all of which | 


are now taxed, as the English miller is adding 
the duty to the price of the offal. To show 
the extent of the tax upon some small Irish 
farmers | would point out to you that a 
farmer whose poor law valuation does not 
exceed £12, would consume on an average 2 
ewt. of Indian meal weekly, 1 ewt. of bran, 
and 1 ewt. flour monthly, the tax on which 
would amount to 40s. yearly, or almost as 
much as his rates would come to. I do not 
believe that this has any parallel in any part 
of the United Kingdom. In selling his butter 
the Irish farmer has to compete with 
Denmark, to which country, while there is 
a tax on wheat, feeding stuffs are admitted 
free. For a number of years past Danish 
merchants have been our keenest competitors 
for the offals of the English and Scotch 
flour and oatmeal mills. It is the same with 
the Irish farmer when he comes to sell his 
pork and beef. ... The food is taxed and 
the corn is taxed. It is worth a 
notice that while maize 
staple feeding stuffs used by Irish farmers, 
are taxed, the linseed and cotton seed cake, 
the principle food used by English and 
Scotch farmers is admitted free of duty.” 

That seems to me to be a conclusive 
statement, showing that the effect of 
this tax upon Ireland, so far from 
being a benefit to agriculture and to 
farmers, will be a direct injury to 
them. On the whole, balancing any 
problematical advantage which this tax 
might possibly be with the disadvantages 
which are certain, we have come to the 
conclusion that the tax will be injurious 
to our country, and upon that ground 
we are going to oppose it. 


Last night the hon. Member for 
Oldham in his interesting speech 


denounced and ridiculed the idea that 
this was a mean tax. Without the 
slightest offence to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, | desire to say that 
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than the way in which he has dealt 
with this Budget. Here he proposes 
two new taxes, one of them calculated 
to produce, say £2,500,000, and the 
other to produce £500,000. An out- 
ery is raised against the smaller tax— 
the tax on cheques—which would only 
have fallen on the well-to-do classes 
[Oh, oh!”] I use the words “ well- 


to-do classes” in a_ sense that 
I will make understood in 4g 
moment. Every one knows that a man 


who has a banking account is not 
necessarily a rich man, but I say that 
| it follows that men who have a banking 
account, at any rate cannot be regarded 
as the poor or the very poor of the 
country. An outcry is immediately 
raised against this tax by the bankers 
'and business men of the country, and 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer gives 
way and abandons the tax. But when 
an outery is raised against the tax 
raising five times the amount, and 
which will, in the main, fall on the 
very poor of the country, that outcry 
is ridiculed, and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer insists upon standing by his 
tax. I say that that is a mean way of 
dealing with the finances of the country, 
and | say that this particular tax on 
corn and bread is the meanest conceiy- 
able tax, when we remember the classes 
upon whom it will fall. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
boasted, as he has done over and 
over again, of the way in which direct 
taxation has been levelled up to indirect 
taxation. I have listened to him re- 
peatedly making that boast; I have 
never liked to interrupt him, but I 
have felt greatly tempted to ask what 
were the figures with regard to Ireland. 
The right hon. Gentleman says that 
since 1856, I think, there has been a 
steady tendency to diminish the amount 
of indirect taxation and to raise the 
amount of direct taxation, until now 
they are nearly equal. That is not the 
ease in Ireland. At this moment, the 
indirect taxation of Ireland is about 
73 per cent. of the whole. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Seventy- 
five per cent. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: It is some- 


| thing between 73 and 78 per cent, of 


I cannot conceive anything meaner{the whole, whereas in England the 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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direct and indirect taxation have become 
almost level. 
taxation of Ireland remains, so high ? 
It is because Ireland by comparison with 
this country is so poor, that the only 
way in which you can raise taxation is, 
not by taxing the income or the pro- 
perties of the people, but by imposing 
taxation in an indirect form upon 


the very poorest classes of the com- | 


munity. No one who is not really 
intimately acquainted with 
can have any conception of how horribly 
a tax like this bears upon the people. 
Hon. Members who have not studied 
Ireland —and how few hon. Members 
have done so—intimately, have no con- 
ception of the poverty of large masses 
of the Irish people. I have in my hands 
a Report of the Local Taxation Com- 
mission, which issued special Reports deal- 
ing with Ireland, and here is a separate 
Report containing recommendations made 
by Lord Balfour of Burleigh, the Chair- 
man of the Commission, and another 
member. Lest it should be thought that 
this is an expression of opinion coming 
from two individuals, it is well to know 
that there is appended to this recom- 
mendation a declaration by Sir Edward 
Hamilton of the Treasury, and Sir George 
Murray, endorsing the recommendations 
contained in this separate Report. And 
what is the statement in that ?— 

‘In round numbers the population of Ireland 
in 1901 was 4,457,000 people, and the rateable 
value £15,200,000, or £3 Ss. 2d. per inhabitant. 
But three-fifths of the value is agricultural, 
inl the assessment value, in the sense of the 
English Agricultural Rates Act—that is, taking 
into account land at only half its value, and 
other property at its full value—is £2 10s. per 
inhabitant, whereas the averave assessable value 
in England and Wales is over £5, and, there- 
fore, it would appear that England is twice as 
rich in taxable ability as Ireland is by this test. 
And in Scotland the figures are practically the 
same, except this, that the difference is between 
£4 and £5 per inhabitant.” 

And it goes on to say 

* After making every allowance for defects 
of valuation, it remains true that [reland is 
much poorer than England in general, and that 
in parts of the west of Ireland in which the 
extreme depths of poverty are reached, 10s. 
value is the minimum in Ireland, 
£2 10s. per inhabitant being the minimum in 
the poorest parts of England.” 

In another part of the Report, the 
Commissioners go on to say that in cer- 
tain parts of [reland— 


assessable 


‘These are the only classes in the community 
—the poor and the destitute.” 
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These are the people whose bread you 
{An Irish MemBer: Whose 
meal they are going to tax. They cannot 
afford bread.| Yes, whose meal you are 
going to tax. 

‘In the congested districts there are two 
classes—the poor and the destitute. There are 
hardly any resident gentry; there are few 


| traders or officials ; nearly all the inhabitants 


Ireland | 


are either poor or on the verge of poverty. 
In these districts the taxation is by far the 
highest, but the local resources are so low, that 
even with a high rate of taxation the indispen- 
sable needs of the locality cannot be properly 
met.” 


Here is an important Report issued by a 
tribunal appointed by yourselves — a 
Report dealing with a most vital ques- 
tion affecting Ireland. Are there six 
English Members oi this House, outside 
the Members of the Irish Government, 
who have read this Report? I venture 
to say there are not half a dozen men 
in any part of the House outside those 
I have mentioned, and the Irish Members, 
who have read this Report with refer- 
ence to Ireland, or even realised for a 


moment the poverty of the country 
upon which these additional taxes are 
put. 

My hon. friend the Member for 


West Donegal, who has very recently 
come into the House, called our atten- 
tion yesterday to a calculation he had 
made upon this question of the new 
taxes. He is a man who lives in West 
Donegal, which is one of these poor 
districts, and he is intimately acquainted 
with the lives of the people around him, 
and he tells us, speaking of the average 
living of those people among whom he 
has spent his lite, that they are in the 
habit of using about a bag of Indian 
meal in the fortnight or three weeks. 
And, Sir, this tax will impose sixpence 
per bag additional upon the cost of 
this meal, and these people will therefore 
be obliged to pay twelve or thirteen 
shillings a year additional taxes by this 
impost. It may be said this is a small 
matter. Hon. Members may think 
it a small matter to add _ thirteen 
or fourteen shillings a year to 
the cost of a family in Ireland. 
Allow me to give to the House what 
has been quoted in several debates up- 
on similar occasions. There are some 
tables given by the Government Depart- 
ment known as the Congested Districts 
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Board as an appendage to one of their 
Reports, and they give twelve examples 
of the income and expenditure of twelve 
families in the poorer parts, scattered 
practically over the whole of Ireland. 
I will take these at random. Here is 
one example of the receipts and ex- 
penditure of a family in ordinary cir- 
cumstances — judged by the — Irish 
standpoint—the ordinary circumstances 
being profits from agriculture and home 
industries. The total receipts are 
£23 8s. 7d. The total expenditure 
includes these items: Meal, £7 14s.— 
because that is their bread, as my hon. 
friend who interrupted me _ rightly 
pointed out a moment ago. These 
people cannot afford the luxuries of 
ordinary bread. They live very largely 
upon yellow Indian meal, the kind of 
meal you feed your dogs on in this 
country. 
budget is £23, meal costs £7 14s. ; tea, 
£5 1lis.; sugar, £1 19s.; tobacco, 
£3 9s. 4d—total,£18 19s. 4d., out of 
a total income of £25. The Secretary 
to the Treasury was right when he 
stated that in considering this tax it is 
not fair to consider it alone. It is right 
we should take a survey of the other 
taxes, and I say it enormously strengthens 
my case. ‘There are these poor creatures 
living in straitened circumstances such 
as that; and you, from motives and 
with objects I will not delay now to ex- 
amine, enter upon a great Imperial 
policy and a great war to extend the 
dominions of the Crown, and what is the 
first thing you do? You come to a 
poor, wretched family, whose whole in- 
come is £23, and you put a war tax 
first upon tea, then upon tobacco, then 
upon sugar, and now you come down 
and put a war tax upon bread and the 
poor man’s meal. That was the instance 
of a family “in ordinary circumstances, ”’ 
so described in the Report of the Con- 
gested Districts Board. 

Let me now take a family in the worst 
possible circumstances. The receipts and 
expenditure of a family in the poorest 
possible circumstances are as follows— 
Receipts: Eggs, £1 3s. ; sixty days labour 
at 1s. : herding cattle £4; total receipts, 
£8 3s. On the other side, the total ex- 
penditure for meal is £5 17s. Now, 
is it not appalling that in the case 
of a family whose whole receipts 


Mr. John Redmond, 
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amount to £8 3s.,and whose whole food 
is manifestly this meal, you are going to 
impose upon that family an additional. 
burden of about 6s. a year for your new 
war tax? Sir, itis absolutely monstrous, 
for as poverty increases so will the 
burden of this tax. And why? Because 
the poorer the family in those parts. 
of Ireland the larger will be, relatively, 
the expenditure upon meal. If you take 
a family in fairly good circumstances, 
like the first one I mentioned, you 
will find that the expenditure on 
meal is £7 14s. out of an income of 
£23; while in the last case I men- 
tioned, the really poor case, the expendi- 
ture on meal is £5 17s. out of receipts 
amounting to £8 3s. Therefore, the 
more bitter becomes the poverty, the 
more this tax will tell upon the people, 
and to imagine that Lrish representatives 
for any conceivable reason, having seen 
these people subject to a war tax on tea, 
sugar, and tobacco, will now consent to 
an additional tax upon meal, which takes 
the place of bread—to imagine that we 
shall give our consent to such a thing 
would be to conclude that we had no 
heart whatever for the sufferings and 
the unhappy condition of our country- 
men. I have looked through these 
twelve cases, and here is a table showing 
the extraordinary proportion that meal 
bears to the whole expenditure in each 
family. ‘The House will find, as | 
read these few figures, that as poverty 
increases and the total amount diminishes, 
the amount spent upon meal increases. 
In case No. 1 the total expenditure is 
£37, and the percentage spent upon 
meal is 21 per cent. In the next case 
the total expenditure was £11, and the 
expenditure upon meal 31 per cent. The 
next case showed a total expenditure of 
one family of £30, and the proportion 
spent on meal was 30 per cent. In 
another case the total expenditure was 
£42, with 31 per cent. expenditure upon 
meal. And so the cases go on steadily 
increasing until we get to the twelfth 
example, in which the proportion spent 
on meal is well over 54 per cent. Under 
these circumstances it seems to me not 
only a mean thing to be afraid, in the 
face of the clamour of your bankers, to 
stand by your cheque tax; not only is 
it a mean thing, inthe face of the de 
mand of the well-to-do people, to take off 
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this small tax which you proposed to put 
on cheques, but it seems an incredibly 
unjust and heartless thing to insist upon 


putting this tax upon the staple food, and | 


practically the only food, of the poorest 
part of the whole population in Ireland. 

I will say nothing tonight upon the 
proad question, which we have discussed 
more than once in this House, of the 
financial relations between Ireland and 
Great Britain. I abstain altogether 
from a discussion of that question, be- 
cause the Government have agreed to 
give us a separate day for the discussion 
of this matter, and I do not think that 
it would be fair, when they have made 
that concession, to needlessly complicate 
the discussion on the Budget by the in- 
troduction of this topic. ‘lherefore, I do 
not intend to dwell upon it at all, 
further than to say that in addition to 
the individual hardships which I have 
pointed out in the examples I have given, 
we--and when I say “ we’ I am_ speak- 
ing practically for all Ireland, because 
about 95 per cent. of the Irish representa- 
tives take practically the same view, and 
it is held by all classes and creeds in 
Ireland—hold the view, which is founded 
upon the Report of a Commission of your 
own, consisting of a majority of English- 
men, and drawn up after hearing the 
evidence of all your greatest financial 
experts, that faith has not been kept with 
Ireland on this question of taxation, and 
that we are taxed as a separate entity 
far beyond our relative taxable capacity. 
That, of course, is an additional reason 
why we should object to this tax. 

Finally, there remains for Ireland the 
broad consideration to which I referred 
at the commencement—the consideration 
that the war which is being waged is the 
object of this increased taxation. I will 
say nothing at this stage upon the war 
except this: that in time to come | think 
probably the people will recognise 
that one of the proudest things which 
Ireland has to boast of will be the 
memory of the part she took in this 
crisis which arose over this war. I know 
that there are heated feelings on the 
subject in this House, but I ask hon. 
Members to look at it from this point of 
view. Do you think that we were such 
fools as not to know the risks we were 
running intaking the attitude we did with 
reference to thiswar’? Do you think 


{13 May 1902} 


Bill. 70 


the Irish people so stupid and so brainless 
as not to know that in standing as they 
did on the question of the war on the 
side of an oppressed nationality, on the 
side of what they believed to be right 
and justice and liberty, they were 
imperilling, for the time being at any 
rate, the achievement of many of those 
objects on which Ireland has set her 
heart? No, Sir, the Irish people 
realised that to the full, and, although I 
am one of those who believe that in the 
long run no people have ever lost by the 
exhibition of self-sacrifice and devotion 
to high principle, | know that for the 
time our attitude has raised a cloud of 
prejudice around our country and our 
cause. I say that in time to come 
Ireland will have nothing more proud 
to boast of than the memory that, when 
selfishness seemed to rule all the 
nations of Europe, who, when they 
sympathised with the Boers, held their 
peace and made no effort to rescue 
them from their impending doom, 
Ireland, poor and oppressed Ireland, for 
the moment at any rate, risked every- 
thing in order to stand by a cause which 
they believed to be sacred and just, and 
which I am convinced for my part will 
triumph in the end. We cannot vote a 
shilling for this war. We have refused 
to vote a shilling from the commence- 
ment, and even if we believed that it was 
a just tax, even if we believed that 
Ireland was not paying more than a fair 


share of Imperial taxation, still we 
would vote as one man _ against 


this tax, because it is imposed for the 
purpose of raising further money to 
prosecute an infamous and unjust war. 


(4.35.) Mr. ELLIOT (Durham): | 
do not follow what was said by the hon. 
Member in his eloquent speech on the 
effects of Free Trade in Ireland. We are 
told that it was a terrible grievance to 
the Irish people that it was carried out in 
Ireland. Surely Free Trade, which has 
worked for the advantage of the people 
of this country, also appeals to the Irish 
people. The hon. Member must view 
this policy one way or another. He 
cannot say that this is an injustice to 
Ireland while the people of that country 
get the benefit of the policy. He has 
referred to the financial relations of the 
country with Great Britain. I will not 
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go into that question, but I will say that | 


differ from the hon. Member upon it. I 
wish that Irishmen, when they discuss these 
subjects, would stand on the same footing 
with Englishmen, and not consider it a 
grievance to be treated in the same 
manner as Scotchmen and Englishmen. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: They are 


not treated in the same way. 


Mr. ELLIOT : I ama Free Trader, and 
I do not go the length of the hon. Mem- 
ber and say that the policy has been 
productive of evil to the Irish people. 
Instead of saying that Free Trade has 
been a benefit or a grievance in particular 
parts, they should extend their views a 
bit and look at it all round. If you take 
the country district by district, and 
parish by parish, you will very likely find 
that Free Trade had done injury here and 
there, but you will that on the 
whole the blessings of Free Trade have 
been greatly and widely spread. I say 
that the hon. Member who has just 
spoken should not exclude from his view 
the hundreds and thousands of Irishmen 


see 


who are prospering in this country, 
for instance, in connection with the 
great industries of Lancashire. He 
should not forget that Irishmen as 
well as Englishmen are __ infinitely 


wealthier in many parts of the worid in 
of the introduction of the 
Free Trade policy. It is my duty to 
remind hon. and right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite as concisely as I can what it was 
the Free Trade policy of Sir Robert Peel 
accomplished. [ can give the result of 
that policy in a couple of sentences. The 
result of his action, carried further as it 
was by others, was to make of the whole 
world a granary for the United Kingdom. 
Before that, the laws were framed with 
the view of excluding corn from the 
markets of England, for the express 
purpose that those who grew corn in 
England should make a good thing out 
of it. Nothing in the tax proposed by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer will 


consequence 


lessen the character which the world 
holds as the granary for the United 
Kingdom. Not a single quarter of corn 


will be excluded, and, that being so, 
what is the use of again and again 
repeating the cry that the Government 
are harking back to Protection? Nothing 
of the kind. Protection of that kind does 


not consist in raising a duty upon corn. It | 


Mr. Eliot. 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 


may be a politic and a wise thing to do. 
The great mass of corn that now comes 
into the country surely may be taxed to 
afford the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
some direct pecuniary advantage in 
view of the enormous advantage which 
British subjects derive from these imports. 
Why is that to be altogether excluded 
from contributing to the necessities of the 
nation / 

I could not help being © struck 
throughout the debate with the utter 
neglect that has been shown to the 
situation and the circumstances in which 
we stand. If I were standing up in a 
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University debating society and _ the 
question were propounded, ‘Should 


there be an import duty on corn?” 
I would very likely argue the con- 
trary proposition. Nobody maintains 
that it is specially desirable that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer should put 
his hand into the pocket of the country 
in this way, but we must look at the 
circumstances of the case. When we do 
so [ maintain there is enough to make 
the people pause when they consider the 
growth of our normal expenditure and 
of war expenditure in recent years. 
During the whole period that he has 
been in office the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has been warning the country 
of the steady growth of normal expendi- 
ture, and he has been mecting the diffi- 
culty systematically by extending the 
basis of taxation. The right hon Mem- 
ber for East Wolverhampton, in suggest- 
ing further taxation on beer and tobacco, 
does not seem to see that we have reached 
a state of thingsin which anew departure 
is to some extent necessary. | get every 
day Protectionist literature which seems 
to me to be utterly fallacious in its char- 
acter. The signs of growing prosperity 
and wealth are treated as signs of national 
decay. I cannot accept that. I read the 
other day in a document that the British 
public in 1874 paid £900,000 for foreign 
watches, and that two years ago they paid 
a sum approaching £2,000,000 for foreign 
watches, and I am asked to despair of 
the condition of things in this country. 
[ would ask the gentlemen who send 
that literature—Do they suppose that 
the individuals who made the watches 
in 1874 are doing nothing because we 
buy £2,000,000 worth from foreigners 
now! They have gone into businesses 
which thirty years ago were not dreamt 
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d of—it may be the making of bicycles { This is the greatest commercial nation in 
ms or electrical machinery to supply the | the world; we trade with everybody for 
‘ wants of the British public. The British our own sake and for theirs, and to say 
uer public apply themselves to that which | that we should not spread our trade and 
in they can make with the greatest advan- commerce wherever we can is not patri- 
Lich tage, and import that which other | tic. I hope that Imperialists will not 
ak nations can make more cheaply. I spread their views too far in that direc- 
ded deprecate the Protectionist language made tion. I cannot help referring to the 
the use of in this House. To my mind the speech made by the hon. Member for 
real question throughout these debates Exeter, who admitted that he had nothing 

- has been not so much one of political to suggest except economy. But his 
eee principle but of the highest political | economy seems to be founded on the prin- 
the expediency. The difficulty and doubt ciple of hesitating to pay your bills. 
biel was whether, if the Government raised | True economy is to keep down expendi- 
ae this sum of money, perfectly rightly and | ture, and when peace is established in 
the properly, by this means their action would | South Africa to cease borrowing money 
wuld not raise the expectations of those who |t® pay current expenses. I trust that 
12” are avowed or unavowed Protectionists, | the Chancellor of the Exchequer will not 
sete and that it would be difficult in the future | accept the very bad advice given him by 
nina to resist opening the door still further. 1} the hon. Member for Exeter to go on 
% had a copy of his speech sent me by my | borrowing. Surely it cannot be said that 
put right hon. friend the Member for Sleaford. | 0Ur English working men are unwilling 
en I must say I was one of those unduly | to bear their share, their fair proportion, 
Md suspicious persons as to the Free Trade | of the cost of carrying on the business of 
. principles of the right bon. Gentleman ; | the country and of the war. I do not 
Oi hut when I read his speech I found him | wish to go into the policy of the war, a 
ake again and again talking of the bad old days | question which is not now before us ; but 
the of Protection and the evil days of the corn | | believe that the English working classes 
and laws. That is very satisfactory, and if | are quite equal to rising to the occasion, 
are. the agitation now going on has brought | and to paying their share of the enormous 
has conviction to the other two Gentlemen | expenses of the war. For, after all, they 
the suspected of Protectionist leanings, I do | are Englishmen, and the credit of the 
try not think that we need very deeply regret | country is their credit. Therefore, do 
ndi- this agitation. | not let us adopt the tone that all this is 
iffi- a question of taxing the unfortunate poor 
the I, for one, have been pleased at/ or the widows. What we are mainly 
em- the general strong testimony given in concerned with are the industrial classes 


est- these debates as to the absolute neces-| who are at present prosperous, and I 


°c0, sity of retaining firmly our _ Free believe that in the long run their true 
hed l'rade principles if we are to sustain the | patriotism will tell. I believe that our 
ure commerce and industry of the country. | friends opposite have gone on an alto- 
“i It is on these main lines that I hope the | gether wrong tack, and that there is no 
ms House of Commons will regard this | other alternative but to raise the tax in 
od question. I know that certain differences | question. I venture to praise the Chan- 
rity will crop up. Encouragement seems to cellor of the Exchequer for his quality of 
aa have been given to our Colonies, and | honesty, and I maintain that this is a 
the perhaps even to foreign Powers, to haggle _ perfectly straightforward and honest 
ish for commercial tariffs. Imperialists, like | Budget, and that it will receive the 
0 Unionists, differ from oneanother. There | support of the country. 
uid are some Imperialists who are so paro- | 
alc chially minded as to be jealous of trade) *(4.55.) Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) : 
— by foreigners. I have the old and pleasant | A great deal has been said in the 
ae hope of dealing with foreigners as possible | course of the debate as to who it is who 
ny customers ; and when I am told that we| js to pay the tax, and I would like to 
— should only buy corn from some countries | hear a satisfactory answer to that 
~~ a the Union Jack flies, I begin to | question. The Chancellor of the 
juestion whether that is real business. It Exchequer has wriggled a good deal to 
we seems that there are some Imperialists get out of the idea that the consumer 
ers who cannot emancipate themselves from a | il] have to pay the tax. No doubt the 
ses narrow way of looking at questions. 
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right hon. Gentleman has taken that 
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attitude because he feels that if the)! capacity to pay is? Frequent reference 


consumer has to pay the tax it must be | 
On what grounds does he | 


a bad one. 
try to shift the tax from the shoulders 
of the consumer on to those of somebody 
else ? 


Fortunately we have a dictum | 


of the right hon. Gentleman when he | 


was introducing thesugar duty— 

“T want a tax,” said he, “ which everybody 
will pay, not only those who are privileged 
to pay income tax or the death duties, or 
those who indulge in alcohol, or tobacco.” 
Now, does that dictum properly describe 
the tax which he is now imposing? Is 


,as a whole. 
| earns nothing like that sum, and I think 


has been made to Mr. Rowntree’s book. 
He states that in the prosperous city of 
York, the average working man’s income 


is about 25s. per week or £60 a year. 


That is a very high average if you apply 
it to the rural districts and to the country 
The agricultural labourer 


I may say, speakingly broadly, that the 
unskilled labourer does not earn more 


than 18s. a week and certainly less than 


there any difference in the corn tax and | 
the sugar tax? Everybody is to pay | 


this tax, independently of their taxable 
capacity. I wish to draw attention to 
the fact that the debate has proceeded 
on the wrong assumption as regards pro- 
portion of direct andindirect taxation. The 
Secretary to the Treasury gave us some 
figures and some percentages, but I do 
not know where he found them. 
According to the figures presented by 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer, the | 


total taxation to be raised this year was 
£131,858,000. Ofthat sum £68,000,000 
is to be raised by indirect taxation, and 
only the balance of £63,000,000 by 
direct taxation, and while the indirect 
taxation is intended to be permanent, 
the direct taxation is, to a large extent, 
only temporary. The hon. Member for 
Oldham spoke of the tremendous 


increase that has taken place in the! 


ratio of indirect taxation as compared 
with direct taxation. It isa great pity 
that he did not verify his references. 
Under the influence of Liberal adminis- 
trations Parliament did decrease indirect 
proportion to direct taxation, but under 
the influence of the present Government 
the proportion has been entirely reversed, 
and that without regard to taxable 
capacity. Has the hon. Gentleman ever 
heard of taxable margin? Are the people 
who are to pay this tax possessed of a 
taxable margin in their incomes? How 
much taxation falls on the ordinary work- 
ing man’s household at the present 
moment ? The total indirect taxation of 
the country amounts to £1 18s. per head 
the population; that means that the 
household of the average working man 
pays £7 10s. per annum in taxation, and 
if you add the middleman’s profit it would 
amount to £10 per household of the 
working man. 


Mr. Black. 


What do we find his 


£1. If it is a fact that he has to pay 
£10 for indirect taxation you are levying 
upon that man one-fifth of his income. 
Turn now to the case of a man of 
average moderate means, say with £1,000 
a year. What taxation does he pay? 
He pays about £62 10s. in income tax, 
and in indirect taxation between £20 and 
£30. If he equalises the death duties and 
insures against them, perhaps he will pay 
£30 or £40 more. Therefore, roughly, 
he pays about one-ninth or one-tenth of 
his whole taxable capacity. But the 
working man has no taxable margin 
at all. Mr. Rowntree says that for an 
average family of two grown-up people 
and three children receiving not more than 
21s. 8d. per week, it cannot be too clearly 
understood or too emphatically repeated 
that, whenever such a worker indulges in 
any expenditure upon anything but 
necessities of life, he can only do so at the 
cost of his own physical deficiency, or at 
the cost of the ordinary requirements of 
members of the family. He has no 
taxable margin at all, but when you turn 
to the other scale I have mentioned it is 
nearly all taxable margin. Reference 
was made by the Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury to the rate of increase in 
wealth during the last fifty years. He 
said that fifty years ago 19s. 8d. per head 
was paid in indirect taxation, and now it 


is something like 30s. per head. But 
what has been the increase in wealth ? 


During that period the wealth of this 
country has increased by three times its 
former amount. Fifty years ago the 
accumulated wealth of this country was 
put at £4,000,000, but today it is about 
£13,000,000. So that if direct taxation 
were to bear the same ratio as it did fifty 
years ago, it should not stand at 30s. 
but at £3. I commend that aspect of 
the matter to the right hon. Gentleman. 

I pass from that to consider how far 
this tax is protective. I have not heard 
it stated in the course of this debate how 
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far the corn laws really affected the 

rice of bread. The corn laws were not 
objected to because they did good to a 
certain section of landowners or farmers, 
‘but the reason was that they raised the 
price of bread in this country. How 
much did they raise it? The amount by 
which they raised it must have had some 
relation to the amount they brought to 
the revenue. Does the right hon. Gentle- 
man concede that? I think he must. 
Has the right hon. Gentleman looked back 
to see the amount produced by the corn 
duties of 1840? I believe at that time 
the corn duties produced something like 
£1,100,000. That was all they brought 
in, and I want to know if the corn duties 
then raised the price of bread, how can 
it be said that the raising of £2,500,000 
by this tax is not going to raise the price 
of bread? At that time the raising of 
£1,100,000 raised the price of bread, and 
now the Chancellor of the Exchequer is 
doubling and nearly trebling that amount, 
and is he going to stand up in the House 
of Commons and seriously say that this 
duty will not raise the price of bread ? 
The duty he is proposing is more objec- 
tionable than the Protective duties under 
the corn laws, because those duties were 
only levied when wheat was cheap. They 
fixed a certain average, and the duty was 
only paid when the price of wheat was 
below that standard. The moment the 
price of wheat went up, the duty fell. 
Not even a registration duty was then 
exacted, whereas the duty which the 
right hon. Gentleman is putting on is 
fixed, and it is a permanent burden and 
In that 
respect this duty is more objectionable 
than the corn duties which were abolished. 
Hon. Members opposite appear to speak 
as if the repeal of the registration duty 
was an extravagant giving away of the 
revenue. I will tell the House why that 
duty was repealed. It was because our 
imports of grain began to grow so great 
that really the Government of the day 
were compelled to repeal the registration 


‘duty because it became almost as great a 


burden upon the food of the people as the 
corn laws themselves. It followed that if 


the corn laws were bad, then this registra- 
tion duty was bad. The people of 1869 
felt that if there was good reason in 1842, 
and again in 1845 and 1846, for repealing 
the corn laws, there was an equal reason 
for repealing the registration duty in 
1869. 
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In another respect this tax is even more 
objectionable than the duties under the 
corn laws. Under the corn laws the 
amount of wheat imported bore a com- 
paratively small proportion to the total 
consumed in this country, and therefore 
the duty had not the same effect upon 
price. At that time the producers in this 
country practically fixed the price, but 
now the port of import fixes the price. 
While in 1840 the natural price of wheat 
in this country must have had some 
influence on the price at the port of im- 
port, now the proportion of wheat im- 
ported is very large, and it has a much 
more important effect upon the price and 
will keep it up to a much greater extent. 
Further, under the old régime a very large 
portion of this country was under the 
plough, and, in so far as there was any 
benefit to be derived from Protective 
duties by the producer, that benefit was 
spread pretty well all over the country. 
Therefore, so far as this duty is protec- 
tive, it is restricted in its operation. A 
certain proportion of landowners will 
lose by it, because they will have to pay 
the tax upon their feeding stuffs. <A 
certain number of landowners (because 
by an infallible law what is the loss or 
gain of the farmer in the first place will 
ultimately accrue to the landowner) will 
neither lose nor gain, because what they 
pay extra for feeding stuffs will go on to 
the price of wheat. One-fourth of the 
agricultural producers of the country will 
gain relatively by the amount that wheat 
has increased in price, and I put that at 
about £600,000. The total increase in 
the price of home-grown wheat will be 
about £1,2U0,000, produced by a riseof 1s. 
per quarter, and about £600,000 would 
represent the gain of the people who are 
growing wheat exclusively. What does 
that mean? It means £600,000 upon 
one-fourth of the agricultural rental of 
this country. The rental of this country 
is about £50,000,000 a year, and one- 
fourth of that is a little over £12,000,000 ; 
therefore £600,000 means ls. in the £ on 
the rental; and so, by the operation of 
this duty, you are going to pay the 
income tax of these people at the expense 
of the poorest class of the community. 


My third objection to this tax is that 
it is really unwarranted and wanton, even 
according to the right hon. Gentleman’s 
own scheme of finance propounded in 
introducing his Budget last year. Upon 
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what ground did he put his tax upon 
sugar Let us look for a moment at his 
Budget speech of 1901, and I do not think 
the right hon. Gentleman will seriously 
dispute this point. I would like to know 
whether in producing his Budget of last 
year the right hon. Gentleman had in his 
mind this idea of going a step further in 
the direction of introducing a tax on the 
food of the people. Is this tax simply a 
development which has taken place since 
then, or had he in his mind at that time, 
having dealt with sugar, the taxation of 
corn this year, and is he going to deal with 
beef and bacon next year? I think from 
the expression upon the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer’s face that he is going to take 
this course. The right hon. Gentleman 
in his Budget speech pointed out that the 
ordinary expenditure had since 1896 in- 
creased by £28,000,000, whereas the 
revenue had only increased by £16,000,000, 
which left an excess of expenditure of 
£12,000,000. That was his justi- 
fication last year for increasing 
taxation. He said that the great 
difficulty with which he had then to 
deal was not the war expenditure but 
the ordinary expenditure of the country, 
and therefore, in imposing additional 


Finance 


taxation to meet the additional expendi- 
ture of the present year, he thought we 
were boundto makesome endeayourto put 
our financial system upon a proper basis 
so as to enable us to increase our revenue. 
How did the right hon. Gentleman 


produce that £12,000.000? He in- 
creased the income tax, which produced 
an additional £4,700,000; he placed a 
duty on sugar, estimated to bring in 
£5,100,000 ; and he put an export duty 
upon coal, estimated to realise£2,100,000. 
If these taxes had proved to be unpro- 
ductive, I agree that the right hon. 
Gentleman would have been justified in 
increasing indirect taxation according to 
his scheme of finance. But what is the 
position this year? He said last year 
that we had a deficit of £12,000,000. 
This year nothing of the kind has taken 
place. I am not misrepresenting the 
right hon. Gentleman, I think. This 
year, he said, all is changed, and he con- 
gratulated the country on the stoppage 
of the growth of ordinary expenditure. 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I said the 
ordinary expenditure had not risen so 
much as in the previous year. 


Mr. Black. 
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*Mr. BLACK: Well, the growth is 
quite small—something like £1,600,000, 
and this he got out of the greater 
productiveness of his sugar tax. The 
sugar duties proved more productive 
than he anticipated. The right hor. 
Gentleman estimated they would produce 
£5,100,000 ; they produced between 
£6,000,000 and £7,000,000. The right 
hon. Gentleman, in introducing his. 
Budget, said— 

“1 am, therefore, endeavouring now, as I 
endeavoured last year when I asked the Com- 
mittee to raise additional taxation in order to 
meet the charges of the war, so to frame 
that taxation as that when peace returns, and 
it is possible also to return to ordinary ex- 
penditure, we may have no difficulty in settling 
1t on a basis which will be equitable to all the 
taxpayers of the country.” 


A very excellent sentiment, but how 
does the right hon. Gentleman apply 
it? He says-- 

“Tf during the war we @o not shrink from 
bearing the part of the cost of the war which 
we fairly ought to bear, then at the end of the 
war must come the reduction of taxation 
On previous occasions it has always been felt 
that the income tax payers had the first claim 
to such a reduction.’ 


That is what he means when 
he speaks of making taxation equit- 
able. The working man is to pay, 
the income tax payers are to be released. 
That is the characteristic policy of 
those of whom the right hon. Gentleman 
is the lineal successor—the landowners. 
of this country. Their land was given 
to them in olden times on condition that 
that they should be responsible for the 
defence of the country, but as times go: 
on they slide a bit of the burden on the: 
shoulders of the people to relieve their 
own. That has gone on for ages past. 
The right hon. Gentleman does not belie: 
his ancestry. We find the Government 
making the war the excuse for raising: 
the ordinary taxation of the country 
in order to raise on a scaffolding of war 
enthusiasm a burden of taxation on the 
food of the people, so that when the war 
is over they may remove the scaffold and: 
leave an edifice of Protection and foodi 
taxation standing. | venture, how- 
ever, to predict it will collapse at the 
first touch of high prices and low wages. 
and bury the present Government in 


| its ruins, 
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*(5.18.) Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 
§.): I do not know any event which has 
given rise to such a remarkable speech as 
that delivered by the hon. Member for 
Waterford a few minutes ago. That 
speech probably impressed the House 
more than any other that has been 
delivered during this debate. I rise, not 
representing the class for which he 
pleads, but to reinforce the arguments he 
addressed to the House. Two things must 
strike the House as being remarkable. 
Oneisthat although this debate has taken 
three days, only one representative of 
Ireland has taken part in it, and the 
other is that although Ireland has no 
love for Free Trade in the abstract, the 
Irish representatives on that side of the 
House representing the poorest part of 
the people of Ireland announce their 
intention of voting against this proposal. 
Why is it that Ireland, while in favour 
of Protection, is going to vote against 
this Bill, and why is it that in a three 
days debate only one Irishman has taken 
part in the discussion? I hope the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will not 
draw any conclusion from the latter 
circumstance. At all events he knows 
Ireland well. He knows she suffered 
from Free Trade in the past. We 
were a corn growing country, and 
we have been turned into a cattle ranch, 
and now | contend we are going to be 
hit harder than any other class by 
this proposal. If the proposals were 
frankly Protectionist, I suspect many of 
us Irish Members would find ourselves 
in a difficult place. I am a convinced 
Free Trader, and should oppose this pro- 
posal under any circumstances, but that 
is not the position of the great majority 
of the Irish Members and the Irish 
people. If the proposals of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer are Protectionist, then 
we ought to know what the proposals 
mean. Js the bread tax a war tax? 
That is the first thing I desire to know. 
Ihave sat through these debates and 
Ido not now know whether it is a war 
tax or a tax for present emergencies. If 
this tax is simply to be raised as a 
hecessity and given up when peace is 


reached, so far good; but if it is to' 
be part of a policy of broadening the | 
basis of our financial system inaugu- | 


rated in 1895, under which the national 
taxation has gone up £40,000,000 
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' sterling, the right hon. Gentleman ought 


to admit that it is a permanent tax, and 
then we could draw our own conclusions. 
If it be a war tax let him say so, and 
though many of us will think it is the 
worst that was ever imposed, it will not 
be a national step back towards Protec- 
tion. If, onthe other hand, it is to be 
a permanent tax we shall know what it 
means. Let me say this, you can do some 
electoral business if you frankly call Pro- 
tection to your aid, but you will never 
gain anything by a twopenny-halfpenny 
policy like this. What is the position of 
Ireland at this moment in regard to 
this tax? I have been entreated from 
every part of Ulster to vote against 
these proposals. It is curious that the 
North and South should be united in 
this matter ; they are not always united, 
but this tax hits the farmer probably 
harder than anybody else in Ireland. 
It brings nothing to him—corn has not 
been grown for years, and milling has 
become a lost art. Driven to cattle 
raising, they import meals and offals in 
large quantities, and all this is now to 
be taxed. The real truth is, there is not 
a farmer raising cattle, a peasant raising 
pigs, or a poor woman raising poultry, 
who will net feel this tax. My hon. and 
learned friend the Member for Waterford 
referred to a communication which came 
to him from the north of Ireland. I 
presume it is the same as that which 
came to me from Portadown. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Yes. 
*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: That is not a 


place he has much communication with, 
and it means that the farmer who has a 
farm for which he pays £12 rent will, 
have to pay as much through this 
tax as the rates on his farm, and that is said 
to be a relief to Ireland. Ireland has to 
compete with Denmark in butter, but 
food stuffs go to Denmark free, and in 
Ireland we must pay this duty. The 
same with pork. We have to compete 
with Denmark and the United States,. 
where these feeding stuffs go in free. 
All the feeding stuffs are now to be 
taxed. But while the feeding stuffs that 
go into Ireland are to be taxed, it is a 
very strange coincidence that those 
mainly used by the English farmer— 
linseed and cotton seed cake—are to be. 
free. 
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So far as the Irish farmer is concerned, 
he knows what this tax means. He 
knows it is a veritable tax for him, and 
that it will handicap his industry in the 
future. 
tive from the North of Ireland make any 


mistake as to what he is going to do if he | 


votes for this tax. My nght hon. friend 


the Member for East Wolverhampton | 


was taken to task the other night for 
calling this a mean tax. He did not 


put it half as strongly as he might have | 


done. Take the West of Ireland, a 
district which nobody knows better than 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer himself. 
{ unreservedly subscribe to the doctrine 
that every class, whether rich or poor, 
that has called for and approved of this 
war ought to be made to feel it. But 
you cannot apply that argument to the 
West of Ireland. So far as the great 
majority of the people of Ireland are 
concerned—I regret it, but they have a 
right to their opinion—they have given 
no support to the war; they have 
passionately protested against it. You 
talk about maize and Indian meal. We 
eall it yellow meal in Ireland. It is an 
article upon which you would not feed your 
dogs, and which your dogs would not 
eat. [A laugh.] This is no laughing 
matter to these poor people. The food 
upon which you feed your animals 
happens to be the food of great numbers 
of these poor people in the West of 
Ireland. Am I to be told that this great 
and rich country, with its enormous 
resources, will stoop so low as to put a 
tax upon that yellow meal which these 
poor people are compelled to use as an 
article of food? I say the right hon. 
Gentleman was right in calling that a 
mean policy, and the country will take 
the same view. 

1 have been pressed by Ulster farmers, 
not in my constituency alone, but all 
over the province, to vote against these 
proposals. I do so, first of all, because 
I believe they are the initial step back 
to Protection, that the Government will 
not be able to stay where they are 
even if they wish to, and that the Pro- 


tectionists will press them forward and | 


compel them to go further. I will be 
no party to taxing the bread of the 
people, or the food of the 
You may tell me that the tax upon 
tea involves the same principle. Any- 
one who remembers the old  con- 
troversy on Free Trade knows the 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 
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answer to that argument.  1I_- shall 
oppose the tax at every stage, because 
I will be no party to taking even one 
step on the fatal road of Protection, 
I shall oppose the tax, because it is 
unjust in its incidence on the country, a 
part of which I represent. When this 
proposal was first made I do not think 
the people knew what it really meant, 
It is easy to speak of a tax on corn and 
flour, but nobody ever imagined it meant 
a tax on bran, Indian meal, pollard, and 
offal. The moment the people realised 
that they spoke out against it. Finally 
I oppose the tax because it is a mean 
tax, as it is placed on the food of the 
poorest of the poor, which they have 
trouble enough to get without taxation. 


*(5.37.) 


borough) : 


Mr. LOGAN (Leicester, Har- 
I am bound to say I never 
expected to live to see any responsible 
Minister get up in this House and 
propose such a mean tax as one upon the 
bread of the poorest of the poor. Leaving 
for the moment the question of Protection 
and Free Trade, I should like to look at 
this matter simply as a tax, as a means 
of collecting money. Looked at from 
that point of view I say that it is about 
as clumsy and extravagant a tax as any 
man could devise. This is a new tax 
affecting imports to the value of millions 
of money at every port in the country. 
It will consequently necessitate a large 
increase of staff, and, in many cases, an 
increase of warehouse accommodation. 
Again, the amount of red tape and 
circumlocution which will be necessary 
to collect the tax must impose consider- 
able restrictions and inconveniences upon 
the importers of corn into this country. 
The tax is also a wasteful tax. It 
represents a tax of 5d. per ewt. on flour, 
or ls. O}d. per sack. A sack of flour 
makes about ninety 4lb. loaves. | There- 
fore, supposing a baker puts }d. on each 
4]b. loaf, the consumer will pay 1s. 1u}d. 
to allow of 1s. 03d. going to the Exchequer, 
that is, 45 per cent. of the amount paid 
_by the consumer will be wasted. But, 
supposing, as is already the case in many 
places, the baker charges an additional 
4d. per 41b. loaf; the consumer will 
then pay 3s. 9d. for every 1s. O}d. 


'which goes into the Exchequer. I 
think I am therefore justified in saying 
| this is a wasteful tax. 
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Then one word on the question of who | more than they were fifteen years ago. 

ys this tax. On the first night of this I take the period of fifteen years be- 
debate the junior Member for Leicester | cause that is covered by the statistics. 
said the consumer would not pay it, but As our manufacturers are making to- 
the producer would. The Financial Secre-| day £120,000,000 a year more profit 
tary this afternoon also appeared to. than they made fifteen years ago they 
favour that way of looking at the matter, ought not to have grumbled, and I doubt 
If that is so, why do not these hon. whether many of us would have grumbled 
Gentlemen propose that the duty should be | if some little additional tax had been put 
5s. instead of 5d., so that we may collect upon those incomes instead of upon the 
£30,000,000 from the foreigner, and not | food of the poor widow and_ orphan. 
a mere £2,500,000? There is no doubt There is one other source of income 
in the minds of the poor people as to who which some Chancellor of the Exchequer 
will pay the tax. The right hon. Gentle-| will have to tax sooner or later, and it 
man says he must have the money. I js the income derived from land values 
know he must, but there are many better in the neighbourhood of our towns. The 
ways by which he might have got it. Chancellor of the Exchequer knows that 
The Financial Secretary reminded us of jin the neighbourhood of every town in 
the various increased expenditures which England there are enormous quantities 
necessitate increased taxation. But he! of land which today are bringing in 
failed to remind us of one increase—the | thousands of pounds per annum where 
money that he and his friends have given they only brought in hundreds per annum 
to their own political friends and sup- a very few years ago. This land has 
porters, the landlords and parsons, in the | increased in value from £100 to £1,000 
Rates Act. When seeking for additional per acre, and this increased value is not 
money it would have been better if the the result of anything that the nominal 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had repealed | owner has ever done. On the contrary, 
those iniquitous Acts which take from the in very many instances, that increased 
poorest of the poor money to pay the value has risen in spite of the owner, 
rates of one of the richest classes in the and in spite of his efforts to thwart the 
country. The Financial Secretary also | development of a town. And therefore 
told us of the money that has been I say that those increased land values, 
laid out ‘to peg out claims for pos-| which are the creation of the community, 
terity,” and to open up new  mar-| belong, inall fairness and common honesty, 
kets for our people. Let me tell him to the community, and offer a fruitful 
that the best market in the world is source of taxation. I only hope that the 
here at our own doors. Nearly one-third right hon. Gentleman opposite will be 
of our entire population are today in the first to tax that source of income. 
receipt of wages which do not enable — There is one advantage in taxing land 
them to develop their full physical) values which commends itself to my 
iorces. If we want markets, let us set to| mind, and it is that this is the one tax 
work and clothe and feed our own people. which cannot very well be shifted off the 
There is no occasion for us to spend our shoulders of the rich man on to the 
money all over the wide wide world to! toiler, for I hold that it is the toiler who 
fnd markets when we have them in our| eventually pays every form of taxation 
teeming poor populations at home. which is imposed in this country, and I 

Then, Sir, if the Chancellor of the Ex-| have yet to learn how it would be 
thequer objected to repeal those Doles | possible to run the affairs of this mighty 
Aets, why did he not increase the income | nation upon the past labour of men if 
tax? I know that is an unpopular thing | you excluded present-day labour. I hold 
to say, but Iam not here to say popular that it is present-day labour that runs 
things. I am here to say that if it is a| the whole thing. Iam bound to confessthat 
question between the poor man and the | I do not believe that it was to get a paltry 
rich man it is the rich man who ought to | £2,500,000theChancellorof the Exchequer 
be taxed. To say that our income tax- | imposed this tax. I believe this tax has been 
payers cannot pay any more is to say that | imposed forthe purpose of gettinginthethin 
which is not correct. According to the | end of the wedge of Protection. I am not 
Income Tax Returns, the income tax-! sure that this tax commends itself to the 
payers under Schedule D are paying upon | Chancellor of the Exchequer in this light, 


Stoss_ profits of £120,000,000 a year! but it does to the Colonial Secretary, for, 
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if I am not very much mistaken, he looks 
forward to adding to the glories of the 
Colonial Ottice by doing a little reciprocity 
deal with our colonies. I say that this 
tax is Protection pure and simple, in spite 
of what the Secretary to the Treasury said 
this afternoon. He asked us what is a 
Protective duty? A Protective duty is 
one which raises the price of home-grown 
stuff, and that is what this tax will do. 
The effect of this tax will be to put 
4s. per acre on to the rental value of 
every acre of land in this country that 
grows wheat today. It is sufficient for 
my argument to know that the man who 
owns 1,000,000 acres of land which are 
growing wheat to-day will be £400,000 
per year better off for this tax. [Minis- 
terial laughter.| Hon. Members op- 
posite laugh, but I do not suppose a 
single one of them will deny that the 
price of the 8,000,000 quarters of wheat 
which we grow in this country will be 
enhanced to the extent of Is. per 
quarter by this tax. We also grow 
8,000,000 quarters of barley, and the 
value of that also will be enhanced. 
We grow in this country 16,000,000 
quarters of oats every year, and alto- 
gether what we produce is something 
There- 


like 52,000,000 quarters of corn. 
fore, it seems to me perfectly obvious 
that if vou put Is. a quarter duty on 


imported corn, you will raise the 
value of home-grown corn to the same 
extent. Consequently, nnder the opera- 
tion of this tax, there will be something 
like £1,500,000 per annum going into 
the pockets of the owners of ploughed 
land in this country. 

We often hear this question argued 
as if it were a farmers’ question. But 
it not; for whatever benefits the 
agriculturist must, in the long run, 
benefit the man who owns the _ land. 
The farmer is the landlord’s bailiff 
working piecework, and anything which 
benefits the farmer must benefit the 
man who owns the land. I contend 
that this tax is Protection pure and 
simple. I have read in the history 
of this country the awful misery 
and desolation caused in the homes of 
our poor people by Protection, and I 
could not rest until I had denounced 
this tax. There are very few people 
alive today who suffered under the old 
bad Protectionist laws, but let me remind 
this House of a short resolution passed 
by the City Council of London in 1842, 

Mr. Logan. 


is 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 88 


after long years of Protection, which 
shows what was the endition of the 
country at that time. I feel sure that 
there is not a single hon. Member on 
either side of the House who wishes 
for one moment to return to such a 
condition of things. The following 
resolution was passed on December 8th, 
1842, by the Common Council of the 
City of London— 

‘* The increasing depression in the manufactur. 

ing, commercial, andagricultural interestsof this 
country, and the widespread distress among the 
working classes, are most alarming. Manufac- 
turers without a market, shipping without 
freights, capital without investment, trade with- 
out profit, and farmers struggling under a system 
of high rents with prices falling. The working 
population is rapidly increasing, and there is 
a daily decreasing demand for its labour. 
Union houses overflowing as workshops are 
deserted, corn laws to restrain importation, and 
inducing a starving people to regard the laws 
of their country with a deep sense of their 
injustice. 
I dread a return to those days. We 
have heard something in this House 
during this debate about the labourer 
and his 13s. per week, but in those days 
it was not 13s. a week, for many of 
them had to live upon 7s. or 8s. a week. 
Let me tell the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, who I think spoke rather 
lightly of the lot of a man living on 13s. 
a week, that life upon 13s. a week isa 
very hard life indeed, and that no man 
who has not tried it has any right what- 
ever to speak lightly of it. This 13s. a 
week for a man and his wife «nd three 
children means 44d. per day for each 
individual member ot the family to 
house, clothe, and feed themselves, to say 
nothing of anything else. I say that 
for men who enjoy everything that a 
kind Providence can shower down upon 
them to venture to talk lightly of such 
a man’s life is the purest cant. I go 
further, and say, Sir, that it is the refine 
ment of cruelty to tax that man’s bread. 
| daresay I may possibly shock many 
hon. Members here when I say that for 
the life of me I cannot understand how 
any hon. Gentleman who is going to sit 
down to a sumptuous dinner tonight, 
and take his share of wine which may 
cost 10s. 6d. per bottle, can find it in 
his conscience to vote for a tax upon the 
bread of the poorest of our poor; it utterly 
passes my comprehension. 

I am not ashamed of saying that 

I think this is a mean and cowardly 
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because it proposes to collect 


tax, 
can least afford to pay it, money 
which the richest among us could 
easily pay without feeling it in the 
slightest degree. I thought, Sir, that 
the lowest depth of political morality had 
been reached when the right hon. Gentle- 
man proposed last year to tax the 
oorest of the people in order to pay the 
rates of the wealthy landowners, but 
this proposition goes still lower when it 
proposes to tax further the very neces- 
saries of life of the widow and the orphan. 
I hear Gentlemen talk glibly about living 
on 13s. a week. All I can say is that 
Iwish some of them wouldtry it. If 
they would try it for a short time, I 
yenture to say that they would get such 
a knowledge of one side of the financial 
conditions of the country that they have 
not got at the present time. I gofurther, 
and say that if any appreciable number 
of them would try it for one week, let 
alone a lifetime, this tax would not 
stand for a single hour. The noble 
Lord the Member for South Kensington 
yesterday foreshadowed some imaginary 
tax which he had in his mind’s eye, and 
which he said every man would be proud 
to pay asa portion of the glorious in- 
heritance of being an Englishman ; but 
I would ask the noble Lord this: if I 
were a man with 13s. a week, and had 
to support a wife and family, what 
would he consider my share in the 
glorious inheritance of the British Em- 
pire? Then the noble Lord went on 
to tell us how we were to save our souls. 
I should like to tell him that though 
the difficulties may be great in finding a 
correct solution of that all-absorbing pro- 
blem, unless I have read my Bible 
wrongly, the road to salvation does not 
lie in taxing those who are ahungered, 
athirst, naked, or sick. Our poor may 
in their folly and ignorance have shouted 
for this war, but I venture to say that 
posterity will support me in stating that 
they are the very last persons on God’s 
earth who should have been taxed to 
pay for it. 


(6.0.) Mr. COHEN (Islington, E): 
The hon. Gentleman who has just 
spoken seems to claim for hon. Members 
on the other side of the House a mono- 
poly of compassion towards those who 
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Let me 
tell him, and others who have made use 
of that argument before, that we who 
support this tax are not less solicitous 
for the welfare of the people, and not 
less compassionate towards those who 
have a hard life, than those who make 
such remarks about taxing what they 
call poor people. I have listened atten- 
tively to the debate for two days, and 
nothing has struck me more than the 
fact that although hon. and right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, and especially the 
right hon Gentleman the Member for 
East Wolverhampton, said it was going to 
unite the Liberal Party, it certainly has 
not united the views they have expressed 
on this tax. They have condemned this 
tax, certainly. Some of them have con- 
demned it because they say it is Protec- 
tion, while the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Wolverhampton said 

and perhaps he will allow me to say that I 
respectfully agree with him—that no 
majority of 130 will ever enable any 
Government in this country to restore 
the principle of Protection. It is not 
possible for the right hon. Gentleman 
on the one hand to entertain the belief 
that Protection cannot be restored, and 
for his colleague the hon. Me.nber for 
Poplar to say that they resist this tax 
because, forsooth, of their apprehension 
of that Protection, and at the same time 
to claim to be united. I avow myself 
as staunch, and I hope, as convinced a 
Free Trader as any hon. or right hon. 
Gentieman opposite, and the question 
which I ask myself and which I have 
not heard answered is this. If it is 
Protection, whom is it going to protect ? 
We heard from the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone, and the hon. Member for 
Waterford, that this tax, if it is not going 
to ruin, is going seriously to prejudice. 
the Irish people. Certainly I think it 
will be costly to the Irish farmer and to 
the English farmer, but how ean you 
say in the same breath that this tax is 
going to be costly to the British farmer, 
and claim for it that it is Protection in 
the interest of the British farmer? I sup- 
port the tax, because I believe there is 
not in it a shadow of Protection what- 
ever. I am not so timid as the right 
hon. Gentleman seemed to be of the great 
principles of Free Trade; that by the 
enactment of a small tax which has no 
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shadow of Protection about it, we need 


fear that a Protective duty of 4s., 5s., or | Exchequer. 
20s., as some Gentleman said, will be) 


hereafter rendered possible in consequence 
of that. 

But there is one more reason 
which has been alluded to in all those 
debates which particularly interests me. 
It is the growing—I would almost say 
the appalling growth—of the expenditure 
of the country: the growth of the nor- 
mal expenditure, and the growth of the 
Debt in consequence of the war, and the 
importance, in my opinion, of restoring 
the operation of the sinking fund, and 
the reduction of the Debt as soon as peace 
is restored. How can that machinery be 
put in operation again, unless there is a 
basis of taxation which will enable that 
to be carried out? My right hon. friend 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer fore- 
shadowed this five years ago in his Bud- 
get speech of 1896, when there was no 
question of war, when he felt, as every 
Chancellor of the Exchequer must feel, 
the importance and the serious results of 
the growing expenditure of the country. 
He said, on the 16th of April, 1896— 

‘“*Now I think the Committee will see that 
if our expenditure goes on increasing we shall 
he within measurable distance of the time when 
our choice will be between diminishing or 
mutting an endto the reduction of our National 
Jebt, or resorting to an increase of taxation.” 
We are face to face with that situation 
today, with this difference, that the Debt 
has been increased enormously on account 
of the war. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouthshire said 
the other day that he did not believe we 
should see the sinking fund restored, I 
differ. I think we shall and I hope we 
shall. I believe the imposition of the 
coal and sugar taxes last year and of the 
registration duty on corn this year, is 
but a necessary step towards the restora- 
tion of those wise laws for the reduction 
of our Debt which the exigencies of war 
have obliged us to suspend, but which it 
will be our duty to restore in future. 

Can anybody believe that the normal 
expenditure of this country is going to 


be seriously reduced? I am _ quite 
certain, and I think the right hen. 


Gentleman opposite will agree, that there 
has been no Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in modern times who has more lamented 
the increase of expenditure and who has 
more avowed himself an ardent economist 


Mr. Cohen. 
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But the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, in his individual capacity, 
can exercise a very small effect on the 
expenditure of the country. He cay 
save a few thousand pounds here and a 
few hundred thousand pounds there on 
the so-called cheese-paring economies of 
the Treasury, but that is about the 
limit of the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s 
power as Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
It is the Government of the day and the 
House of Commons of the day who alone 
can control expenditure. I am not one 
of those who believe that the expenditure 
of this country can be very much reduced. 
If hon. Gentlemen opposite differ— 
I do not think many of them do— 
and if they say we ought to spend 
less on education, less on the Navy, 
and less on the Army, let us 
go to the country upon that issue, 
and let us see whether the country is 
with us or with them ; but unless you do 
believe that the country is desirous of 
reducing the defensive forces or the 
educational expenditure, then I say it is 
the duty of any Government, I care not 
which one, to take care that the taxation 
of the country shall be raised to a level 
sufficient, firstly, to meet the expenditure 
of the country as voted by the House of 
Commons, and then to meet theexpenditure 
required for the carrying out what is 
necessary in connection with the sinking 
fund. That is alone before us_ today. 
We have not to consider whether the 
House of Commons has been right, or 
whether even the nation has been right 
in the expenditure it has approved. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has to 
supply the means to carry out the policy 
which has been voted by Parliament. But 
I venture to say that 
restored he has to restore the operation 
of the sinking fund in the reduction of 
the Debt which he has been obliged to 
incur, so that the enormously increased 
Debt shall be speedily 
certainly approve of the taxation which 
my right hon. friend, with great courage, 
has put before the House. I believe it 
will be welcomed by the country, and I 
do not think any of us need fear the 
issue which I am quite sure will be raised 
in the country about the taxing of the 
bread of the people. 
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(6.15.) Str ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
Burghs): I think the economic aspect of 
this tax has been, if not exhausted, at all 
events very fully discussed, and I will 
only say one word about that side of 
the question. I do not understand 
the position of the hon. Gentleman 
who has just spoken. I do not under- 
stand why the farmers will not be 
injured as well as the poorer part of 
the population, for the farmers are 
consumers like ourselves. It is rather 
upon another side of the question that 
| wish to say a few words. We have 
not yet heard whether this tax is 
intended to be permanent or purely a 
war tax. I have very little doubt that 
it is intended to be the beginning of 
aseries of taxes of this character, which, 
starting with one necessity of life, corn, 
will gradually be extended to articles 
of manufacture and to the whole range 
of products to which Protectionists 
desire to see taxes of this kind applied. 
[t is on that ground that I wish to 
make my protest against this tax, 
because | think it will not do consider- 
able damage by itself. But it is true 
also that it isa wartax. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer has put it perfectly 
plainly that this tax would never have 
been thought of, and never would have 
been imposed, if it had not been for 
the war. The policy of the war may 
be right or wrong—I think it is wrong 
—but this is the price the people have 
to pay for it. Taxes ought to be 
assigned to their causes. I should like 
to see it impressed on the minds of every 
man, woman, and child that this tax 
is appropriated to the war, which is the 
parent of the tax. 


What will be the effect of this tax 
on those who will have to pay it? It is 
quite clear that to those who are 


well-to-do, it will be imperceptible ; they 
will not feel it. But to the very poor, 
as has been established in this debate, 
it will be a most serious tax. In the 
first place, my hon. and learned friend 
the Member for South Shields pointed 
out that in the East End of London 
one-third of the population were in- 
sufficiently fed, some of them occasionally, 
many of them generally. Then we have 
had from my right hon. friend the 
Member for East Wolverhampton, who 
isa high authority, that to a man whose 
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wages are 12s. a week this tax means 
a tax of 6d. a week. We have heard 
from the hon. Member for Waterford 
a most touching description of the 
misery and want in which the people 
in many parts of Ireland live. I trust. 
that hon. Gentlemen opposite will 
remember that our duty to the people: 
of Ireland is at least as great as to: 
our own people. The hon. Member 
for South Tyrone has also made reference 
to the effect that this tax will have 
on the poor in the North of Ireland. 
To my own knowledge cases quite as 


distressing arise in Scotland. There 
were sent to me from a charitable 
institution not long ago some 
particulars of the condition of the 
people in many parts of Glasgow. 


There was one case in particular of 
a woman who was bringing up a grand- 
child, and the two together had 3s. 6d. 
a week to live upon, and out of that 
they had to pay ls. in rent. In the 
rural parts of Scotland, what is allowed 
for out-door relief, which is very common 
in that country, though uncommon in 
England, is 3s. per week. Now, upon 
these poor people, so numerous in the 
East End of London and elsewhere, of 
whom one-third are on the verge of 
starvation, and in constant want, this 
tax is cruel and inhuman. It is a tax 
that drives them to hunger; it is a 
tax which leads them from partial 
starvation to greater starvation; it is 
a tax which ought not to be imposed 
except from dire necessity, and there 
is no dire necessity here, or anything 
of the kind. There is some confused 
notion in the minds of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite that those who have supported 
the war ought to pay for it, and there 
are some of my own friends with whom 
this argument finds peculiar favour. 
They say that those who have been 
responsible for such a deplorable affair 
as this war has been, ought to be made 
to feel the effects of it. But this tax 
squares ill with any theory of retributive 
justice, for the very poor, who will feel 
it most, have seldom any votes. To begin 
with, they are largely composed of 
women and children. Then, the people 
as a whole have been largely misled in 
regard to this war; they have been 
committed to it by the unwisdom of 
the Government. They are unable to 
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master the huge volumes which contain 
the story of the negotiations prior to 
the war, even if these were accessible 
to them. Again, they were asked to 
support the war because it was in the 
interest of the country. There is no 
basis in justice in imposing a tax of 
this kind. I will not myself believe 
that, after hearing what was said 
in this debate, the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer likes to put it on the 
people. 

Is the tax necessary? I am _ not 
going to enter into that argument, for 
it is a considerable argument ; but I am 
not satisfied with the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s explanation as to why beer cannot 
bear this tax, and I do not think 
anybody has been satisfied with it. 
Why should there not be an increase 
in the death duties! I do not say 
that the death duties are very high 
for people who are rich, or moderate 
for people who are not very rich; but 
anything is better than to put a tax 
of this kind on a class of people who 
are on the verge of starvation. Suppose 
that the death duties were increased 
for millionaires from 18 to 22 per cent.. 
or even 25 per cent., or if all the 
people whose estates amounted to up- 
wards of £1,000, were taxed, these 
death duties would make up all the 
money required without anyone feeling 
it at all. 

Lastly, let me this question: 


ale 
ask 


[s this a politic tax? I do not mean 
pol tic from the point of view of 
Party, althought | think the right 


hon. Gentleman wil! find out soon that 
he has not done wisely from a Party 
point of view. I judge of it from the 
point of view of the public int 
Che noble Lord the Member for South 
Kensington made a speech yesterday, 
which I listened to with great interest, 


rest. 


in which he said all persons would 
welcome, from a | ity, ideal point of 
view, the call to make personal sacrifices 


for the purposes of the war, and for 
the purpose of maintaining our great 
prestige. I suppose that some who hear 
me sympathise with the noble Lord’s 
new Imperialism, although it is rather 
a refined term. I have nothing in 
common with the methods of the new 
Imperialism. I have nothing in com- 
mon with its materialism, nor with 


Sir Robert Reid. 
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its violence, nor with its intolerance of 
the free expression of the opinions of 
other men. Still less have | any sym. 
pathy with levity as to the awful issues 
of peace and war. But I share with 
the noble Lord. and every other person 
of my acquaintance, sober pride in the 
greatness of this country, and the most 
earnest desire to see it unimpaired. | 
do not ‘want to see feelings encouraged 
which may grow up in this country, 
such as was pointed to by the hon. 
Member for Market Harborough, if we 
‘all on the people for sacrifices greater 
than human nature can bear. I ask 
what sacrifices are we expected to make! 
Well, the sacrifices the Government are 


asking from rich men are practically 
nothing, There are many rich men in 


this House, many men well off ; and, what- 
ever the effects of this tax may be on 
those who make their business in trade, 
do they really suffer anything from this 
Budget ? Have their comferts and their 
luxuries been in the least impaired through 
anything imposed by way of taxation by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s recent 
Budgets? | think candour will oblige 
them to acknowledge that that is not so, 
Even only moderate means— 
working with from 30s. to £3 or 
£4—have made sacrifice, but it 
comes to very little, and has involved no 
very serifice of comfort. The 
people of this country have shown that 
they are prepared to sacrifice wuything 
but from the class from whom 
men have already made 
and limb, the class who 
any other sacrifice 
in reason, it is asking too much toe xpect 
that thev should see their going 
with insufficient food, or to hear their 
children crying for food when they have 
nothing to satisfy them with. I say that 
that is a sacrifice these men will not make 
for any ideal, which , they ought not to 
which you have no right to 


those of 
meth 


some 
great 
in reason : 
so many brave 


a — 
sacrifice of life 


are willing to make 


wives 


make, and 


ask them to make. And that is the 
sacrifice you ask these poor people to 
make by this tax. I believe, myself, 


that the very ideal which the noble Lord 
most cherishes, and has most eloquently 
put before the House, is in danger of 
being shattered if you tax the necessaries 


of life. 


* (6.30.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): The hon. Gentleman who has 
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just spoken, with all the sentiment 
and feeling he invariably displays, has, I 
think, exaggerated the effect of this tax. 
Let me remind the hon. Gentleman that 
he is incorrect in stating the full effect 
of the death duties. It is possible to 
get at present not merely 18 but 19 
per cent. from the millionaire. We 
have had some extraordinary incur- 
sions into the regions of economy and 
morality in the course of this debate. 
The right hon. Gentleman opposite 
suggested that this tax would re-establish 
the state of things which existed in 
1842. No, Sir; if it re-establishes any- 
thing at all, it will re-establish the state of 
things which existed in 1868-9, between 
which and the state of things in 1842 
there is an enormous difference. Let me 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that in 
the intervening years the corn laws were 
abolished, and that when in 1846 that 
occurred the Corn Law League dissolved 
itselt on the professed ground that its 
work was done, although this very tax, 
now proposed to be re-imposed, was still 
left. Why then was this tax of Is. a 
quarter abolished? It was abolished 
purely in the name of abstract science 
and speculation. I will quote Mr. Lowe 
on the subject. He said in 1869 when 
he proposed the abolition— 

“Surely there is such a thing as faith in 
politics as well as in religion ; and if we can- 
not, at this time of day, trust enough to the 
doctrines of litical economy and Free Trade 
to believe that when you raise nearly 
£1,000,000 sterling from the poorest of your 
people you do an immense amount of mischief, 
what is the use of abstract science and specula- 
tion at all” 

Therefore, it was in the name of 
abstract science and speculation that this 
ls. tax was taken off, not at all in the 
name of the food of the people. Never- 
theless, the food of the people is concerned. 
This proposal amounts to putting 4 per 
cent. ud valorem on the food of the people. 
That is an appreciable sum, and amounts 
as far as it goes to Protection for the home 
grower. Lam bound to admit that. There 
is no question about it. Take £200 
worth of corn, £100 of it grown at 
home, and the other abroad. You add 
£4 to the foreign-grown corn, and do not 
add anything to ) the home- grown. Clearly 
you give an advantage to the home 
grower. It is idle to contend that this is 
not a tax on food, and an appreciable tax, 
and a tax to some extent Proteétive : in its 
character. But, even then, I ‘think ‘thé 
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Chancellor of the Exchequer has a reply, 
because if there is one thing I have learned 
from that branch of political science 
called political economy, it is that as long 
as your motive is pure you may put on 
any tax you please. If a Minister raises 
a tax with the sole intent of protecting his 
own people, that is Protection, which is 
anathema maranatha; but if he puts 
on a tax for the purpose of raising 
revenue, then he is pure, the Free Trader 
absolves him, and the shade of Cobden 
rises and blesses him. That is the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer’s motive ; 
as to whether it is an adequate motive, 
I will say a few words later. 


We have had imported into this debate 
very high morality. The noble Lord 
the Member for South Kensington has 
spoken about duty, and the other noble 
Lord, the Member for Greenwich, speak- 
ing to us in the transcendental language 
of the medieval cloister, told us that 
it was absolutely necessary that we should 
do what was right and noble, and not 
what was sordid and profitable. When 
[ heard him say that, I thought that he 
had mistaken his vocation, and that, 
instead of being a Member of this Hous: 
he should have been, in the month c: 
October last year, a curate preaching « 
weekly sermon at Hatfield. I have said 
that, in my opinion, the Chancellor «t 
the Exchequer may plead the language o1 
Free Traders themselves as a justification 
for this tax. I confess that, at the 
beginning of the session, seeing the 
prospect of a long-continued war, and 
knowing, more or less, the state of the 
Exchequer, it did seem to me that the 
psychological moment had arrived for 
reimposing in 1902 the ls. tax on corn 
taken off in 1869 in the sole name of 
abstract science and speculation, and not 
on Free Trade grounds. Iam occasionally 
a Free Trader myself ; 1 am occasionally a 
Protectionist, and occasionally an Ex- 
clusionist. Occasion is the life of polities. 
At one moment the sound statesman 
may practise a virtue which in another 
moment becomes in hima vice. It is 
alla matter of occasion. At one time, 
with Adam Smith, I am prepared to be 
a Protectionist ; at other times I am pre- 
pared to be a Free Trader—as, indeed, | 
hold myself to. be more or less at this 
msimen? , bat, apart:-from all questions of 
Free Trade or oe morality, I hold 
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it is not a good thing to put a tax on| 
bread if it can be avoided. I believe a 
sound principle of taxation is to let the | 
hand of the labourer go free, to let the! 
implement in that hand go free, and to 
tax the pocket into which goes profit from 
the unshackled energies of the man who 
works. Therefore, I very much regretted 
the necessity which I thought there was 
for taxing bread. I felt, and I was told, 
that there was an emergency, and that 
we were in financial straits; but since 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer con- 
ceived this tax there is a promise 
of dawn which may bring him to the 
day of peace. I believe if it does not, 
there will be a strict account called for 
in the country. That does change the 
nature of the emergency, and the nature 
of the necessity which the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer might plead when he 
first conceived this Budget. 


But thereis more than that. I have been 
at some pains to look into the accounts of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and there 
is one item which does seem to me to’ 
show that there is no necessity, either for 
this tax on corn, or even for an increase in 
the income tax. There appears at the foot 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s ac- 
countsan item which [ have never seen in 
this balance sheet before—£17,750,000 
for contingencies. He asks us, in other 
words, in Ways and Means, to provide 
him with that amount for contingen- 


cies. But Supply knows no such 
thing as contingencies. Supply is a 
definite vote of a definite sum for a 


definite purpose ; and the proper pur- 
pose of Ways and Means is to find the 
money voted in Supply, and not to go 
beyond it. To ask us to give £17,750,000 


more than has been granted to the 
Sovereign for the specific purposes 


described in Ways and Means, without 
any Vote before us, is surely putting the 
cart before the horse, and means a con- 
stitutional innovation of the most serious 
character. Let me show how the account 
stands. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has to find for the Consolidated Fund 
Services and Supply £170,700,000 ; his 
revenue, as he calculates it, will amount 
to £148,300,000. In addition, 
already issued a low of £32,000,000, and, 
therefore, he has atready got, in haag 
£180,000,000, and that witnout imposiag 
a single exira tax.. Without, the corn 
Mr. Gibson Bewles. 
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duty, the ill-fated cheque duty, which | 
am glad the right hon. Gentleman has 
abandoned, or the increase in the income 
tax, the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has therefore already got in his pocket 
as to which there has 
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no vote of the House. Indeed, we have 
no account as to what he means to do 
with it, except that if he does not want 
it for the war, he will expend it in a very 
beneficial manner, which will please every- 
body. That is not the way in which 
this House should be treated in Ways and 
Means. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has already £10,000,000 surplus without 
extra taxation, then he proposes to take 
another £5,000,000 byextra taxation, and 
altogether, if his proposals are assented to, 
he will have £15,000,000, not a farthing 
of which has been voted in Supply. It 
seems to me that that state of things 
makes it extremely doubtful whether the 
right hon. Gentleman is justified in ask- 
ing the House to vote this duty on corn. 
There are objections to it, not on Free 
Trade grounds at all, but on the ground 
I have stated, namely, that it is a matter 
of high policy not to tax a hand of the 
worker. My original objections were 
overcome by what | considered the 
financial straits and emergencies of the 
time, but after an examination of the 
accounts of the right hon. Gentleman, | 
confess I shall have the very greatest 
possible hesitation in giving a vote to 
add £5,000,000 to the £10,000,000 he 
already possesses. 


*(6.43.) Mr. FENWICK (Northumber- 
land, Wansbeck): Iam not in the habit of 
unduly obtruding myself on the atten- 
tion of the House, but I feel this is one 
of the occasions on which I should not like 
to give a silent vote. In all our previous 
debates on South African affairs, and on 
every phase of the war, ! have remained 
silent. Not because I have not a very 
clear and very firm conviction as to the 
rights and wrongs of the war, but I did not 
wish it to be thought that I was hamper- 
ing the hand of the Government or in- 
terfering with the work they were 
| carrying on, and I remained silent. But, 
| Sir, tonight I feel I should like to utter 

my protes:, both on my own account 
end on acccunt of those I have the honour 
| to, represent in this House, against the 
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proposal of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to tax the food of the people. 
I protest emphatically against the allega- 
tion that was made in the previous 
debate by the First Lord of the Treasury, 
and repeated again tonight by the 
Secretary to the Treasury in his very able 
and lucid speech, namely, that the crisis 
which has compelled the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to seek new sources of 


revenue is a crisis which was created by” 


the working classes, and for which they 
ought to pay. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If I might 
interrupt the hon. Member, I never sug- 
gested, or intended to suggest, that the 
working classes were more responsible 
than any other class of the community. 
All I said was that the nation at large, 
including the working classes, was re- 
sponsible for this policy. 


*Mr. FENWICK: Lam quite sure lam 
not misrepresenting the right hon. Gentle- 
man when [I remind the House that the 
right hon. Gentleman said that he refused 
to believe that the working classes were 
unwilling to bear their share of the cost 
of a erisis which they had created and 
endorsed. I deny that they created the 
crisis ; the crisis was of your own creation. 
It is perfectly true that they endorsed 
the policy—a thing which I regret, and 
which they now regret. I object, there- 
fore, in their name, against the price of 
their food being increased in order to 


meet a crisis which was not of their 
creation. I agree with my hon. and 


learned friend who has just addressed 
the House that there is no basis of 
justice in the proposals now made to tax 
the food of the people. The working 
classes have not shown themselves un- 
willing to make sacrifices. They have 
made great sacrifices; they have sent 
their sons to the front, who have given 
their lives not in hundreds but in thou- 
sands. And what reward do you offer to 
the widows and children they have left ? 
You tax their food when their breadwinner 
is not here to protect theirinterest. I regret 
to say they were beguiled, by scheming 
investors and ambitious politicians, to 
endorse a policy which they now bitterly 
regret. That is my opinion. 

Now, Sir, I listened very carefully 
to the whole of this debate, and I have 
been very much surprised to hear many 


hon. M embersopposite, fromthe Chancellor 
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of the Exchequer downwards, declare 
that this £2,650,000 which he hopes 
to realise by the corn tax is going to 
affect nobody. Nobody is to be a penny 
the worse for the imposition of this duty. 
Now, I do not speak as a student of 
economy, but I have been, in my humble 
way, a keen observer of practical affairs, 
and I will tell the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer what, in my opinion, will 
be the effect of this step. The result 
will be to increase the cost of living 
to the poorer classes of this country. 
I have been somewhat surprised to hear 
the references made, in a somewhat light 
spirit, by hon. Gentlemen opposite to this 
tax. I do not wonder that they should 
regard it asa very harmless thing. They 
have never passed through the ordeal 
which many of us, I am sorry to say, 
have had to go through. Nursed them- 
selves in the lap of luxury, reared in 
homes of comfort and plenty, they have 
never realised what it is to feel the pinch 
of poverty and to go short of bread. It 
has been my misfortune, in my early 
lifetime, to have experienced these things. 
I can remember that when I was a pit 
lad I had to work thirteen hours 
a day, and my only refreshment was 
a piece of bread and a bottle of cold 
water ; and that experience which came to 
me in the early days of my life made me 
determine when I entered public life that I 
would resist to the utmost of my strength 
andability any attempt to legislate the effect 
of which would be to increase the cost of 
the poor man’s bread. Let the House 
distinctly understand that this is not a 
war tax. No one has got up on that side 
of the House in the whole course of the 
debate and defended it as a war tax. 
My hon. friend who represents the Tyne- 
side Division of Northumberland, in reply 
to a correspondent the other day, said that 
this was essentially a war tax. It is 
nothing of the kind. It is a tax rendered 
necessary, in the opinion of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer and the Government, to 
meet the growing expenditure of the 
country—the ordinary expenditure. Nor 
is it a tax that islikely to be first considered 
when the war is over—for the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer has reminded us that 
on previous occasions the income tax 
payer have been the people who have 
received the first consideration; and, 
although the Member for Tyneside 
pledged himself that when the war was 
over, and exceptional expenditure is 
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to vote against this tax being re-imposed, 
I think | have shown that he himself is 
likely to receive consideration before 
his constituents are attended to. The 
hon. Member for the City of Durham, 
who spoke early in the debate this 
evening, said he looked on these proposals 
at first with some amount of anxiety, 
but on following the debate he had been 
very much consoled by the fact that the 
Protectionist Party had taken so little 
part in the debate. That is a feature in 
this debate which fills me with a con- 
siderable amount of fear. These Gentle- 
men are wise in their day and genera- 
tion. Their interest today is to lay 
low and say nothing. Let the tax be 
imposed, and, once we have made a start 
in that direction, it will be easy to press 
on future Chancellors of the Exchequer 
in that direction. The junior Member 
for Newcastle-on-Tyne practically said 
as much last night. He said the tax 
was the beginning of a new policy in 
the direction of Protection, and | can 
well understand that hon. Members who 
believe in that policy can afford to remain 
silent on an occasion like this, and allow 
this tax to be carried silently through 
the House, because there will be less 
difficulty in the future in making it 
more Protective. 

Let the House be under no mis- 
apprehension with regard to this tax: 
small as it is, it is a Protective tax. In 
1869 The Times newspaper said with re- 
gard to the old registration duty— 

“ The tax, small as it is, is a Protective 
duty, and that it is sufficient to condemn it.” 
It is because | believe it is a Protective 
duty, and will increase the price of the 
food of the people, that I shall resist it 
at every stage. The junior Member for 
the city of Newcastle went on to say 
he thought the tax might do good by 
encouraging the growth of more corn at 
home, but the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has replied to that, because he declared 
that the effect of this tax would 
not be to bring any more acres 
under grain than there were at the 
present time. [| have only one thing 
more to say to the hon. Member for 
Newcastle. He said the tax would gain 
the approval of the country as a whole. 
I do not believe it. You have again 
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no longer required, he would be willing | today, the country will say tomorrow. [ 


quite believe that what Lancashire said 
Yesterday, if you give us an opportunity 
to test the country, the country will say 
tomorrow. Let me remind the House 
of what took place on Saturday last at 
Newcastle, where a large representative 
conference was held of all the trades 
and co-operative societies in the North 
of England. It was attended by 450 
delegates, representing 250 societies, 
By an overwhelming majority, with only 
two dissentients, according to the news- 
paper report, though I am told by one of 
my hon. friends who was present that it 
was unanimous, a strong resolution was 
passed condemning the proposal of the 
Government to tax the food supply of the 
people. The right hon. Gentleman re- 
ferred to certain inquiries he had made 
of co-operative societies. Out of 284, 
only 32 had raised the price of bread. 
But bread is not an article very largely 
dealt in by co-operative societies. In the 
North of England it is the universal 
practice for the wives of working men to 
buy their flour from the store or the 
grocer and bake their own bread. Cana 
single instance be found in the North of 
England in which they have not had to 
pay more for their stone of flour in 
conseyuence of this tax? The tax itself 
represents a little over ls. per sack. But 
the working man’s wife in many cases 
has to buy her flour in small quantities — 
by the half or even quarter stone. But 
suppose she buys it l4lbs. at ja time. 
Every time the grocer, miller, or store 
manager retails that small quantity, he 
imposes an additional price much more 
than is represented by the tax. The 
First Lord of the Treasury shakes his 
head. He is not the head of a household ; 
he is not a family man; he has not had 
so much experience as some of us have 
had in matters of domestic economy. 
What we find from actual experience is 
that the price of flour has increased to 
the consumer in many cases by Is. 6d. 
That is a serious 
increase. The right hon. Gentleman, 
when introducing his Budget Resolution, 
said that his ideal of a tax was that it 
should yield the greatest revenue with 
the least injury and inconvenience to the 
community. This tax is not likely to 
come up to his ideal. He has been 
singularly unfortunate in his choice of 


and again told us—What Lancashire says | a tax if he desires to achieve his ideal. 


Mr. Fenwick. 
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More than twice as much as the Chan-’ 


cellor of the Exchequer expects to receive 
will be taken out of the pockets of the 
consumer. 

I protest against the tax, because it 
will operate with undue severity upon 
the poorer of the working classes. Many 
of my constituents will be severely hit 
by it. Last year you taxed our industry, 
and you tried to persuade us that the 
tax would come out of the pocket of the 
foreigner. Our experience does not 
exactly correspond with that declaration. 
Ido not charge the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer with being wholly responsible 
for what I am now going to mention, 
but since May last the miners in North- 
umberland have suffered reductions in 
wages to the extent of 174 per cent. 
The noble Lord opposite spoke lightly of 
the effect of the coal tax. Would he 
consider it a light matter if his income 
were reduced by 173 per cent? The last 
reduction, which came a month ago, was 
caused entirely, in my judgment, by the 
ls. export duty on coal. It comes to 
this: In consequence of your tax upon 
the miner’s industry, you have reduced 
the aggregate of his earnings, and you 
now propose to reduce the purchasing 
power of the smaller amount of wage 
which remains. Upon that ground I 
strongly protest against the proposal. 
La-t autumn, in addressing a meeting in 
Bristol, the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
called attention to the fact that the 
miners in Northumberland and their 
employers had not found the coal tax to 
have any effect on their industry. Quite 
so, but that was because our contracts 
were exempt up to the end of December. 
The moment it became operative, at the 
beginning of January, the wages of onr 
workmen were affected. I was surprised 
at the letter the right hon. Gentleman 
instrueted his secretary to write to the 
two secretaries representing the work- 
men and the employers who called his 
attention to that statement. ‘“ We agree 
as to the fact,” said the right hon. 
Gentleman, “ but I said nothing as to 
the reasons for it.” In all fairness and 
honesty he might have pointed out to his 
audience that the reason the duty had 
had no effect was that it did not become 
operative until the end of the year. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It did on a 


very large proportion of the export. 
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*Mr. FENWICK: On a very infini- 
tesimal portion. I may remind the 
right hon. Gentleman that I am talking 
of what I know. I know what goes on 
in the North of England, particularly in 
the mining industry. I would not speak 
with so much confidence of any other 
industry, but I do speak with confidence 
of this, because I have had official con- 
nection and dealings with it now for 
more than twenty-five years. An infini- 
tesimal portion of the coal bearing the 
duty came into the ascertainments in 
the months to which I have referred. 

In conclusion, let me say that already 
the effect of this proposal has been to 
increase the price of bread stuffs to the 
poorer people of the country. The hon. 
Member for Waterford gave some in- 
teresting statistics showing how wages 
affected the food of the people. I 
recently looked over a Return issued by 
the Labour Department of the Board of 
Trade in 1889, relating tothe workmen’s 
wages and the cost of living. The work- 
men’s budgets there given show clearly 
that when you come to the people with 
the lower salaries an increased propor- 
tion of the income is spent on bread. 
There was the case of a workman with 
an income of £28 12s., more than 60 
per cent. of which was spent on meal 
and flour. As you go up the scale, the 
proportion spent on meal and flour grows 
smaller. It therefore comes to this: that 
this tax will fall with greater severity 
upon the poorer classes, and for that 
reason [| shall object to it at every stage. 
We have been twitted for not making 
any counter-proposals. On a former 
occasion we were told that it was not 
our duty to prescribe until we were 
called in. If. however, I made any 
proposal, it would simply be that you 
should withdraw the doles given to 
privileged classes and persons, by which 
means you would obtain more money 
than you can possibly get by the pro- 
posal now under consideration. 

*(7.15.) Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worcester- 
shire, W.): I recognise the great 
difficulties in which the right hon. 


Gentleman is placed in bringing this 
Budget Bill before the House, but at the 
same time I cannot help thinking that 
his choice in the matter of this corn tax 
has been a most unfortunate one. I 
have listened carefully to almost every 
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speech which has been made, and I do 
not think it is worth our while, as 
business men, and men of common 
sense, to discuss any longer whether this 
impost is going to be felt on the price of 
bread or not. It does not appear to me 
to matter much whether statistics are 
brought forward to show that during 
the last three weeks bread has risen or 
has not risen in some places, because the 
state of this trade, and of this trade in 
particular, is such that the commodity 
goes through so many hands that it is 
impossible that the effect could be felt 
from one extremity to the other of the 
trade in such a short time. If you put 
1s. upon the permanent cost of bringing 
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corn into the English market, I cannot | 


help feeling that it will produce a perma- 


nent increase in the price. When this tax | 


was taken off many years ago the bulk 


of our corn supply was produced in this | 
country, but who will contend today | 


that the fixing of the price of corn does 
not lie in the hands of those who import 
the corn? It stands to reason that the 
British farmer will get all he can, and 
we know what low prices he has been 
obliged to take. Therefore I ain reluc- 
tantly compelled to believe that the 
effect of this tax will be felt by the 
consumers of corn, bread, flour, and 
other articles which are consumed in this 
country. 


The question 
is— W hat 
There are four questions which I wish 
to ask, and the first is—is it Protection ? 
That point has been argued, but the 
arguments used do not seem to me to be 
exactly to the point. I feel confident 
that this tax will not satisfy the 
Protectionists nor the agriculturists in 
the long run. 
extra price which the home producer 
will get for his wheat will be largely 
written off in other ways. This tax will not 


we have to consider 


satisfy Protectionists like the hon. Member | 
for Central Sheffield, because he wants | 


to put a tax on manufactured articles. I 
do not believe that a sincere Protec- 
tionist will argue in favour of a small 
duty on corn which is not going to 
affect the farmer but which is a duty on 
the raw material—the chief raw material. 
My next question is whether this 
tax is going to be used in the interests 
Mr. J. W. Wilson. 
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I feel certain that the. 
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of our colonies or with any idea of 
giving preferential terms to certain 


products from our colonies, a policy 
which to my mind opens the door toa 
frightful source of friction, and which 
would be a very unwise step. I wish to 
know if this taxis put on in an emergency 
_as a war tax, for I notice particularly 
throughout this debate that very little 
allusion is made to this point, and it has. 
not been definitely stated that this isa 
definite tax tor one year. There is 
a good deal to besaid in favour of 
meeting our debts as we go along, and 
as promptly as we can. I feel that this 
can hardly be said of the policy we are 
pursuing, for I cannot believe that this 
machinery is being set up simply for the 
purpose of getting this £2,500,000 for 
one year only. It has been argued that 
the working men of this country sup- 
ported the war, and therefore they 
ought to pay for it. But have they not 
| paid for it by taxes on beer, tobacco, 
| sugar, and other articles? Have they 
not paid for it by their lives, and are 
they not paying for it now by the losses 
they have suffered? Will they not have 
to feel it in the future more than they 
have done in the past ? We shall have 
back again in this country from South 
Africa, before long, 200,000 men, and 
unless trade is in a buoyant state I fear 
that in many parts of the country there 
will be a great difficulty in making both 
ends meet in the matter of weekly wage. 
From this point of view I feel that this 
is an ill-advised tax, and I would have 
much preferred that another penny had 
been added to the income tax. ‘The 
right hon. Gentleman told us that the 
income tax during the Crimean War 
rose to ls. 4d inthe £. Are the people 
of this country less able to pay 1s. 4d 
in the £ on the income tax than they 
were then? Of course they are more 
able to pay it now, and the comparison is 
absurd. The Party opposite has been 
charged with not suggesting anything 
which might be taxed as alternatives, 
but I feel that if the raising of this 
£2.500,000 had been scattered over 
several articles the country would have 
‘felt it less and would have actually paid 
less than they will pay under this corm 
tax, because for the £2,500,000 which 
| the Chancellor of the Exchequer is going 
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to get from the tax on corn I believe the | public are to be punished for their 


country will have to pay a very much 
larger sum. 


efforts and endeavours in this direction. 
This is an instance of what I should call 


Iam compelled to come to the con-| splendid ingratitude. 
clusion that the object of this tax is to. 


widen the basis of taxation permanently. 
I feel that this is a tax upon the poorest 
of the people, and there will always be 
the argument that if 1s. duty does not 
produce a great deal of effect, the addition 
of another 1s. will not, and we shall thus 
be landed gradually into Protection of 
the very worst sort in this country. I 
feel that we are sacrificing one of the 
greatest checks upon expenditure, and 
this tax inthe future may be found a 
very useful one when Chancellors of the 
Exchequer find themselves in difficul- 
ties. I feel that I cannot give my 
vote tonight in favour of this im- 
post, for the reasons which I have 
stated. I have felt the strain of Party 
loyalty as much as anybody in this 
House, but, nevertheless, | have supported 
the Government in a great many cases. 
In this case, however, I have no_hesita- 
tion in placing principle above Party. 


*(7.25.) Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY 


(Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey): We have | 


heard so many excellent and 


able | 


speeches, so exhaustive in their char-| 


acter, that it has become very difficult 
to say anything that is very novel 
or fresh with regard to the measure 
now before the House. Amongst 
those speeches, the one which we 
have just heard from the hon. Mem- 
ber who has just sat down is not the 
least interesting. If I had to describe 
one of the speeches delivered yesterday, 
I should call it the fratricidal speech 
of the hon. Member for Exeter. What- 
ever characteristics we can ascribe or 
deny to the Government at the present 
juncture with regard to the introduction 
of this Budget, there is at any rate one 
quality which I will not gainsay the 
Government possesses in a large degree, 
and that is the quality of courage. 
This is not, in my judgment, a cowardly 
Budget. It may be cowardly in its effect | 
but I do not think it is cowardly in its 
conception. The right hon. Gentleman 
has described this as a punitive Budget. | 


With reference to the dropping of the 
cheque tax, the tax was a proposal of 
an infantile and nursery character, 
but if it had been persisted in, I 
Should have supported the Govern- 
ment as a protest against the action 
of their own followers. I am at a loss 
to understand the frame of mind of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite who object to 
a cheque tax, but who, without any 


_ qualms of conscience, will readily support 


a tax upon the food of the people. This 
is the case of the rich and influential man, 
because he can make a noise in this 


| House, obtaining his own way, whereas 


the case of the poor is ignored. When- 
ever the interests of the frock-coat clash 
with the interests of the smock-coat, then, 
unfortunately, the smock-coat has to go 
to the wall. 

It being half-past Seven of the clock, 
the debate was suspended until the even- 
ing sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


FINANCE BILL. 


Adjourned Debate on Amendment to 
Second Reading [12th May ]—continued. 


*(9.0.) Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY : I 
think it is admitted that this tax will 
have to be mainly borne by the poorer 
classes, and, in view of the action 
the Government took in regard to 
the cheque tax at the instigation of the 
bankers, it is apparent that they are 
sacrificing and subordinating the interests 
of the poor to the demands of the rich. 
This imposition of a bread tax is a great 
step to take, and its importance cannot 
possibly be exaggerated. It means that 
the universal and generally accepted 
policy, not only of the Liberal Party, 
but likewise of the Conservative 
and Unionst Party, and, indeed, of 
the whole country, is being reversed. 
It has not been sanctioned by any 
election, it has never been placed 


He says that the public have backed up | before the electors of this country, it has 
the Government in a loyal manner in| never been adjudicated upon, and the 


carrying out this war, and, therefore, the | Government has no authority whatever 
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for taking such a step. If it had been 
predicted at the election of 1895, or at 
the last election through which we passed, 
that the Unionist Party would ever seek 
to impose a tax on bread or the chief 
foodstuffs required by the people, such a 
prophecy would have been laughed to 
scorn. It would have been derided as 
absolutely ridiculous and impossible that 
any Government, whatever amount of 


agricultural support it had, would 
take such a grave step. If it had 


been mentioned at the last election, if it 
had been before the country at the 
election of 1900, 1 venture to say that 
the Benches so well occupied on the other 
side of the House by the Unionist Party 
would have displayed many a gap, and 
many hon. Members who are ornaments 
to that side would have been, like snakes in 
Iceland, conspicuous by their absence. In 
this Budget Bill before the House | believe 
the Government have developed a new 
and increasing growth of their Protective 
tendencies. We had last night a very 


able speech from the hon. and learned . 


Gentleman the Member for South 
Shields, who deseribed to the House 
how, in his opinion, there were three 
staple articles of food consumed by the 

sople of this country. My hon. and 
Sond friend, for a lawyer, was some- 
what modest in his views; I, myself, 
think he might well have enlarged the 
number of articles to five, whicn I should 
enumerate as follow :—Meat, butter, tea, 
sugar, and bread. When we embrace all 
these, we practically cover the chief 
articles of food. I lay at the door of the 
Government the charge that, either by 
their legislation or bytheiradministration, 
by Acts of Parliament passed through 
this House, or by fresh taxation imposed 
on the people of this country, they have, 
in the case of meat and butter, enhanced 
the prices, and as regards sugar, tea, and 
bread, they will have directly increased 
the cost to the consumer. The House is 
well aware that they began their Pro- 
tectionist crusade by an attack on meat. 
In 1896 there was introduced into this 
House the Diseases of Animals Bill, and 
it was in the discussion on that Bill that 
the first note-jarring discord occurred 
between myself and the present Govern- 


nent. By that Act the importation of 
store cattle is prohibited into this 
country. It was argued—— 


Mr. George Whiteley. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: I think that g 
general review of the financial policy of 
this country is hardly germane to a 
discussion on an Amendment which 
relates only to the corn duty. 


*Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY: Well, 
Sir, I accept your ruling, of course, 
I will pass from that, and will confine 
my remarks to the tea, sugar, and bread 
duties. I will leave meat and butter alone, 
although I submit that my _ con- 
tention as to tea, sugar, and bread 
applies equallyto butter and meat. The 
tea tax has been increased by the 
Government to the extent of 2d. on the 
pound, and that increase is maintained 
by the present Bill. The sugar tax is 
entirely novel and new. It represents 
one halfpenny per pound, or 4s. 2d. per 
ewt. It is a fresh tax placed on a food 
article largely consumed by all classes 
of the community. Now we come 
absolutely to the climax. The Govern- 
ment have not scrupled to propose to the 
House a tax upon bread. We have been 
called the pro-Boer party throughout 
the country : I think we might well now 
be designated as the pro-bread Party. 
I am quite willing to allow hon. Members 
on the opposite side of the House the 
right to claim for their motto—Half 
a loaf—a mutilated loaf—is better than no 
loaf at all. I believethe Liberal Party, how- 
ever, are on safe ground in adupt.ng as 
their sign and countersign this motto— 
The loaf, the whole loaf, and nothing 
but the loaf; so help us the people 
of England. The Government has been 
increasing taxation upon these _ five 
necessary, chief articles of food in this 
country, and at the same time they 
have been granting doles to various 
classes in the country. In the first place, 
they granted to the agricultural element 
a dole to the extent of £2,000,000 a year ; 
and in the second place, they made a 
grant of £750,000 to the voluntary 
schools, as well as a further £100,000 
a year in relief to the clerical tithe 
owners of their rates. I notice that, 
in response to a speech by my right 
hon. friend the Member for West Mon- 
mouth, the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was most agile in his argument. He 
danced all round that speech. He tip- 
toed round the arguments which the 
right hon. Gentleman had elaborated to 
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the House. He gave some half dozen 
reasons why tea could not bear addi- 
tional taxation, why sugar, beer, and 
tobacco also could not fairly be expected 
to pay any more. He was, in fact, very 
much like a Scottish dancer doing the 
sword dance, avoiding the keen edge 
of the weapons. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Monmouth 
asked the Government, instead of impos- 
ing a tax in bread, to repeal the Rating 
Acts now in force in this country, and 
again | venture to point out that, whether 
it be landlord, or farmer, or tenant, in 
the long run the person who reaps the 
advantage from this relief is the owner 
of the land. The man working upon 
the farm—the poor labourer who is_re- 
ceiving 13s a week—is to be taxed ad- 
ditionally upon his tea, sugar, and bread, 
und he is to pay an enhanced price for 
his meat and butter in order to maintain 
these doles for the very men who own 
or rent the land on which he labours 
and spends his life. Whatever the 
Government can urge in favour of this 
tax, this supreme point they cannot 
overcome : that, had they chosen by one 
clause of the Bill to repeal this system of 
grants, and to withdraw these doles to 
various sections of the wealthier classes 
of the country, it would have been 
entirely unnecessary at this juncture 
to impose any fresh taxation on 
the food of the people. I remember 
at the election of 1895 a good deal 
was said about the “ bread and butter” 
policy advocated by the Conservative 
Party—a policy which secured for them 
a considerable number of votes; yet by 
your legislationthe outcome of your bread 
and butter policy during the last seven 
years hasbeen to enhance the price both of 
bread and butter. Here we havea noble 
battle cry—half rates to the landlords 
and parsons, and a bread tax on the work- 
ing men. How it must appeal to all 
sympathetic and right-feeling people ! 
Throughout these debates I have been 
struck by the absence of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary from 
those Benches, but, as there is in his 
place a distinguished relative, I may, 
perhaps, without discourtesy be allowed 
to refer to him. I wish to say I have a 
considerable degree of sympathy and 


commiseration for the right hon. Gentle- | 


man. In two legislative proposals of the 
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Government this year, the right hon. 
Gentleman has been compelled to turn 
his back on great principles which 
throughout the course of his political 
life he has professed. In _ the 
first place, on the principles he has 
always advocated in regard to 
our educational system and our board 
schools; and, in the second place, he is 
now brought face to face with the ques- 
tion of Protection versus Free ‘Trade. 
The right hon. Gentleman has been 
obliged by the Government with which 
he is associated to consume both of those 
principles. Now, this is a very hard 
task tor him. Manchester is supposed 
to be the Mecca of Free Trade, but 
if there can possibly be a city of 
which one could say proviie «ccessit, it 
should surely be Birmingham. The 
right hon. Gentleman is the prophet 
ot Birmingham, which might well be 
described as Mecca Junior. I do 
not wish to deny that the right hon. 
Gentleman has the qualities of a 
great statesman, but greater statesmen 
have come from Birmingham before the 
right hon. Gentleman himself appeared 
on the scene, and whoin this House, and 
on this side of the House, will hesitate 
to acclaim the great work done by John 
Bright. Yet the Cabinet of which 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham is now a most 
distinguished ornament is about to deal 
the first foul blow at the great lifework 
of John Bright. Hon. Members opposite 
have been arguing that this tax does 
not mean Protection, and we had yester- 
day a speech from the hon. Member for 
Oldham which put that view forward. 
I would venture to tell the hon. Member 
that if he were to go down to Oldham 
at the present time and _ solicit the 
suffrages of the electors there on this 
Budget Bill of the Government, he 
would be rejected by 2,000 or 3,000 
votes ; and I say, further, in this respect 
he is not representing. but misrepresent- 
ing the opinions, views, and ideas of the 
people of that large and populous in- 
dustrial centre. The First Lord of the 
Treasury has told us that this tax is 
not Protective. Can it be denied that 
to the extent of one shilling per quarter 
it is Protective ? 
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Sim JOHN DORINGTON (Glou-|the price of food, successive shillings 
cestershire, Tewkesbury): There is a will also not do so, and so it may be § js 
larger tax upon our own corn already. _ possible that year after year we shall J im 

have an extra shilling put on this duty, the 
We are told that it is possible to accustom foo 
| oneself to taking large doses of poison, for 
such as arsenic, if one commences ha’ 


. ’ | by taking it in homeopathic doses and 
Sir JOHN DORINGTON: I beg your | gradually increases the quantity, and e 
pardon. ‘that seems to me to be the plan of kn 


campaign adopted by the Government in 


*Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY : There is 
no tax whatever upon that. 


















































*Mr.GEORGE WHITELEY: Isuppose | regard to this corn duty, and, indeed, in | 4h, 
the hon. Baronet really means that corn | regard to all their duties which they are on 
growers are rated, and he does not | imposing on the food of the people. I J yj 
distinguish between rates and taxes. | do not think the House will deny that tas 
But | would point out that the owners bread isa prime necessary of life. On JP jog 
of all hereditaments are rated in the bread and water a man may barely live es 
same way as corn growers are; indeed, and exist, surely people should be § 4, 
the owners of hereditaments in towns are able to claim to exist in this country § og 
far more heavily rated than corn growers. without being taxed in the manner pro Jf yo 
I say that this tax is Protective to the posed by the Government. pe 
extent of ls. a quarter, and, whatever | 5S vente ts heh tet O5% thi 
special pleading, arguments, or contentions | nostiin & i ue occa the pec 
may be put forward on the opposite side poor; it is the poor whe — bread @ le 

gat a : ; 

= 9 House, w absolutely certain | to a large extent, and therefore it J be 

at this Protection does extend to Is. | cannot be suggested that the tax falls 9} sn 
a quarter. The Chancellor of the Ex-| | any on all classes of the communit mn 
chequer has told the House that he Nobody regrets, in this House, more than oe 
expects to get £2.650,000 a year from] Go the sentence which fell the other [J it. 
this duty, but the House knows perfectly 1: n¢ from the right hon. Gentleman the the 
well that that will not be the full amount Gy ncellor of th - Racheoucr, 3 sents a & 
extracted from the pockets of the people. _which will become ‘ns a classic—the [J for 
They will have to pay at least £4,000,000 sentence in which he spoke of a man 
or £5,000,000 sterling annually, and the hetee able te live an fe. & week, has 
difference will go into the pockets of | so, ‘sdditional shillings earned ee ; 
the landed interest of this country. wae of this fanei? “a A pene hia wite pe W. 

It has oe that the tax will not three children al live on that amount, en 
increase the price of food, and that SRR " § ing 
nobody will - any the worse for it. —— on beeps ee — at 
we a ee f the lines in my hon. friend the Member for Market M 

er eee Harborough that no man, however high E 

e | rg Patsrsanes uae a terrible curse, his position, ought to utter such a os 

pio little surprise, heartless remark. Some time ago jo 

Nobody seemed a penny the worse.” a little pamphlet was published des ing 
According to the right hon. Gentleman | eribing how a lady could dress on £15 |, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, nobody |# year. 1 think we may expect to ff »., 
is going to he a penny the worse in this have a similar work issued under the Bt can 
ease, yet the fact remains that you auspices of the Chancellor of the Ex. par 
are going to take £4,000,000 out of Chequer, showing how a man, his wif, # Ho 
the pockets of the people. It would seem @nd three children can live like fighting J yi, 
almost as if the Chancellor of the Ex-| cocks on 13s. a week. The Government §| the 
chequer has lighted upon what may be promised the people of this country old Fide 
called a philosopher’s stone, that he age pensions, and in lieu thereof they § of 
has found it possible to obtain some Tom have given them a bread tax. | §f of 
Tiddler’s ground, and pick up his money | think they have made a very great § inu 
as plentifully as he chooses without mistake. I was down at Bury during § con 
anyone being injured thereby. It | the election very recently, and I had J op; 
may be suggested that if one shilling is| the honour of addressing there a num-§ wit 
not enough to make any difference in | ber of meetings, and I can assure the § by 

| 
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llings right hon. Gentleman that the feeling Chancellor of the Exchequer of the 
y be —f js very strong there in regard to this abandonment of the cheque tax. That,. 
shall [| imposition. The electors have shown obviously, was due to the strong repre- 
duty, that it is necessary to put their | sentations made by business men in this. 
stom foot down upon these proposals House, for the voice of that section of 
180n,. for reviving the corn duties, and they the community 1s strong and effective 
ences have declared that in their judgment the here ; but to those sitting on the Benches 
sand ff great necessaries of life should be sacred on this side I submit that there would 

and ff from taxation now and henceforth. I have been much greater gratification if, 
in of fF know the Conservative Party very well instead of withdrawing the cheque tax, 
nt in in this House, and am fully convinced the corn tax had been withdrawn, on the 
ed, in ff that there are many hon. Members repre- ground that that is a tax which affects 
y are B sonting boroughs who are in full sympathy the poorest of the people, whose voice is 
le. I with the working classes, and regard this 2°t directly heard in this House. The 
that tax with a dislike almost amounting to fact of their voice not being directly 

On B joathinc. There are a vast number of heard is all the stronger a reason why 
y live hon. Members animated by these views, the House should show the utmost 
1 be Band yet, in consequence of the excellence solicitude in seeing that no injustice 
untty § of Party Discipline, they will be bound to whatever is done to them. I remember 
' pt Bf vote for the tax, and they will accept S°™M° time ago, in a speech which Lord 

and swallow it with a wrv face. Neither Rosebery delivered in Manchester, there 
is is § this Bill nor the Education Bill has a pros- occurred this sentence— 
the pect of an easy passage through this House.“ Of all the mad things we have heard in. 
bread ff [can say in regard to this Bill that it will fie day, the re-enactment of the corn law is 
; 1e maddest we can possibly conceive. 
re it § be opposed clause by clause, sentence by , 
falls J sentence, and comma by comma, and if Yet, mad as that act appeared to be in 
unity, J we are not successful in defeating the the mind of that enlightened states- 
» than proposal of the Government, we shall, ™@n, it has proved to be an act of 
other J at least, create such a feeling throughout which the present Government is 
n the ff the country as to make it impossible for 0t altogether incapable. I agree 
tence the Government to declare any vacancy cordially with the generally expressed 
—the § for some time to come. opinion on this side of the House that 
man the greatest blot the —— contains is 
lus a . . . . |the corn tax we are now debating. IL 
mem- PY gg More ie yer (Y — think the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
‘e,and stad gg am) : + do not consider It in making his proposals, has had a hard 
ount, an Wiens a0 yA a task to fulfil, and we on this side of the 
~ at present enga ing its attention 7 any SOOE. aut sees = 
: with a = © wh “hich a right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
larket ; te A PP pr _— Ve ee Pe | Wat Pet is presiding at the present 
high quietly when it was proposed to impose 8 | time at the Treasury, rather than some 
tax upon bread would prove itself not i ‘ 
ich a worth its salt. Wheth ; of the hon. and right hon. Gentlemen 
ago nile ether ‘any new argu- near him, for, bad as we think the 
| deg ments can be used or not by each succeed- Bud , Pog Mr ‘bl xe 
ing Member who addresses the House, at 2 get to be, it 1s possible to conceive 
n £15 B ist there is this advantage: that the t#at it would have been a hundred times 
act © Ft new speaker comes from a —- place, and | Worse if some of those hon. Gentlemen 
r the B can express the views entertained in that @d had to prepare it. ; 
e Ex. part of the country and can show the| What differentiates this particular tax 
Wile, I House that this tax is attracting more | corn from any other imposition is. 
shting § widespread interest than Members on this: that it makes the shoe pinch in a 
ament Hf the other side of the House have any | Way that no other tax whatever does. 
ry old Bf idea of, I am sure it is the experience In common with a previous speaker, I 
| they BF of many hon. Members on this side had the privilege of taking part in the 
x. If of the House that they have been |recent campaign in Bury, Lancashire, 
great inundated with letters from their and I can testify that there was no 
luring § constituents expressing the strongest question mentioned at the meetings by 

I had J opposition to this tax. I was, in common | any speaker which was so eagerly seized 
nul- § with others in the House, much gratified | upon by the audience as the mention of 
re the f by the announcement made by the this bread tax. The Chancellor of the- 
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Exchequer, in proposing a measure of | 
this kind, has indeed touched the great 
industrial centres of the country to the | 
very core. In Lancashire, indeed, it is 
impossible to touch the people in so 
tender a place as to touch them on 
the question of Free Trade. The 
Manchester Chamber of Commerce, on 
18th April last, passed a resolution, on 
the motion of Sir Frank Forbes Adam, 
who is a non-party man, expressing 
regret that the proposal of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer should have been 
made to impose a duty on imported 
grain and flour, and kindred products. 
The resolution goes on to say that the 
directors of the Chamber are con- 
vinced 

“that this infraction of the custom and 
practice of Free Trade is fraught with 
possibilities of serious damage to the economic 
interests of this country, and is likely to 
strenzthen the cause of Protection at home, 
in our own colonies, and in foreign countries.” 
The Manchester Chamber of Commerce 
is essentially a non-partisan body, and 
those of us who know anything about 
it are not in the least surprised that it 
should have passed such a resolution, 
inasmuch as its members remain staunch 


to the principles of Free Trade, and 
no wonder, seeing that that Chamber 
was Mr. Cobden’s instrument in carrying 
the repeal of the corn law fifty years 


ago. I know that in that Chamber they 
still recall the old battles which they 
and their forefathers fought and won on 
that occasion—won, as they supposed, 
once for all. They still recall the mighty 
cffort that was needed then to get the 
door of Protection shut, locked, bolted, 
and barred, and they will not readily 
forgive any Government which unlocks 
and unbolts that door and opens it ever so 
little; for they will hold the Govern- 
ment in so doing to be guilty of dis- 
lodging Free Trade without a mandate 
irom the former impregnable position it 
has occupied, and, by that act, inviting 
the onslaught of Protectionists from 
every quarter of the land. I cordi- 
ally agree with the remark made 
last night by the hon. Baronet the 
Member for Exeter, when he said 
of this corn tax that he regarded 
it as a stepping stone to Protection. He 
went on to say that no man would | 
infringe so important a principle for so 
small a result if he did not intend to, 

Mr. Holland. 
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proceed further on the same lings 
That is at the bottom of a very 
great deal of the suspicion nq 
opposition to this tax which j 
entertained in the country at large, 
We have had, ever since the war broke 


out in South Africa, enormous charges to 


meet, and does anyone suppose that this 
country would have been so well qualified 
to meet and discharge those enormous 
expenses had it not previously, for scores 
of years, been enriched by the Free Trade 
policy which was in vogue in this country ! 
And just as Free Trade benefitted this 
country in a _bundred  unlooked-for 
ways, I hold that the evils of upset. 
ting that policy will be more far-reach. 
ing than they have ever been antici. 
pated to be by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. Even in this proposal 
we are now considering, I am_ sure the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer never anti¢- 
pated that it would operate as it has been 
proved it is likely to operate, in restrain- 
ing trade to so great a degree. I could 
cite many instances in which there will 
he a distinct penalty inflicted because of 
the imposition of this corn tax. I know 
that in the great staple trade of Lane. 
shire there are processes in connection 
with weaving which necessitate the use of 
various kinds of flour and other cereals 
in the preparation of size. There are in 
numerable concerns which will be penalised 
to the tune of several hundreds a year on 
account of the imposition of this com 
tax. Iam able to state, on the authority 
of the Chairman of one textile concern, 
that it will be penalised to the extent of 
£3,000 or £4,000 a year, and I know 
another textile concern which will be 
penalised to the extent of between 
£2,000 and £3,000 a year from the 
same cause. Not only in the textile 
trade, but in many _ other trades 
great hardship will be suffered. In 
the trade for manufacturing wall-paper, 
and other trades which I hardly like 
mention, because it would suggest that 
one was imparting some of the secrets 0 
the trade in mentioning anything of the 
kind, the effect of the tax will he felt 
I understand that even in the boot and 
shoe trade there will be some increas 
in the cost of production because 
this corn tax. In the cheap floorcloth 
trade also, the tax will _ penalis 
manufacturers, as some of the ingredients 
used will come within its range. 
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As has been shown by some of those 
who have addressed the House already, 
these taxes in restraint of trade, tend not 
only to limit employment on the one 
hand, but also to reduce wages on the 
other, and if less is earned by working 
men, and at the same time the purchas- 
ing power of the wage is reduced, it is 
obvious that a double hardship will be 
inflicted on those who are engaged in the 
manufactures. It was contended by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that there 
would be no rise in the price of bread in 
consequence of this tax, but that position 
has had to be abandoned as quite un- 
tenable. We know that a substantial 
rise has already taken place. I know 
very well, of course, that the Chancellor 
contends that the rise is not caused by 
this tax merely, but it is obvious that 
the tax is a contributory cause of it, and 
that it has hastened the advance; and 
that being so, we are entitled to lay all 
stress possible on the rise that has taken 
place. Why? Because the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer himself, in his Budget 
speech, mentioned with approval the 
result of the sugar tax which was imposed 
a year ago, If the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was entitled to say that 
although a halfpenny per pound was put 
on in the shape of a sugar duty, the 
advance in the retail price of sugar was 
not more than a fathing—if he was en- 
titled to make political capital out of that 
statement at the expense of his opponents 
it is equally open for us to make 
political capital when the advance in the 
price of bread appears to be greater than 
on the face of it the amount of the duty 
would warrant. On a previous occasion 
when this Budget was discussed I remem- 
ber that a speech was made by the hon. 
Member for one of the Divisions of Glas- 
gow, in which he contended that the price 
of bread would be controlled by the 
question of supply and demand and 
would be entirely independent of any 
question of the cost of production, but 
surely if the cost of production is in- 
creased, and if that increase cannot be 
recouped in any other way by the man 
who produces, it will fall upon the 
consumer. I imagine that the position 
of the case is somewhat like this—when 
the number of buyers and the number of 
sellers are equal, then an average of 
profits may be made, but if the number 
of buyers should exceed the number of 


| 
| 


sellers then prices will rise and profits 


will increase. But on the contrary, if the 
number of sellers should exceed the 
number of buyers, then prices will fall 
and profits will diminish. If IT happen to 
be myself a seller, and my cost of pro- 
duction is increased, I advance my price 
as the result, and if I am unable to ob- 
tain that extra price from the consumer, 
what happens? [take it it is this—Iremain 
a seller no longer, I retire from the field, 
and thereafter, if the number of buyers 
and sellers have up to that point been equal, 
and | retire, then the number of buyers will 
exceed the number of sellers, and the 
price must rise to cover the extra cost of 
production ; so that, from that point of 
view, I think it is clear that the cost of 
production is an element which must be 
taken into consideration in fixing the 
price. 

I notice that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, in his speech, declared that, 
so far as he knew, no one had suggested 
that the consumption of bread would 
decrease in consequence of this tax. I 
quite agree with the speech made last 
night by the hon. and tearned Member 
for the Launceston Division, as to some 
of those who are consumers of bread. 
He said in the course of his speech that in 
the case of some when bread became dearer 
more bread would be used, because the in- 
crease in the cost would deprive the con- 
sumer of the power of buying more ex- 
pensive articles of food. I think that 
may be true of some consumers, those 
who are tolerably well off, but I do not 
think it true of the poorest class of 
consumers. What must happen in those 
cases where they have had difficulty to 
make both ends meet is this—if the loat 
hitherto charged at 4d. is to be charged 
44d., hundreds of thousands of families 
in this country who used to buy nine 
loaves will in future be able only to buy 
eight loaves, and, pro tanto, some will 
have to gohungry who were not hungry 
before. 1 know that there was a cise 
cited in Mr. Rowntree’s book dea.ing 
with this particular point. In ‘he 
course of Mr. Rowntree’s investiga‘ ‘on 
he found that there was one family 
in which the outlay on food indicated 
a very much smaller percentage than 
in other families. When he in- 
vestigated carefully into the cause of 
the diminished expenditure, he found 
it was because of threatened proceed- 
ings for the recovery of a debt which was 
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hanging over that family, and in order 
to provide for that the family itself had 
to go on short rations. In the incidence 
of direct taxation now, nearly every 
shopkeeper has become a Government tax 
collector, and we have it on the 
authority of the Co-operative Wholesale 
Society, in a circular issued before the 
Budget was announced, that out of 
every £1 the working class spend at 
their establishments on sugar, tobacco, 
and tea, 6s. Ofd. went in duty. That 
was before there was any talk of a tax 
being imposed on corn. I do hope that 
the Government will take the advice 
already given them by some _ hon. 
Members on that side of the House, 
and will treat this bread tax as 
a kind of impost which may be 


dropped out of the fiscal scheme alto- 
gether in the event of a favourable 
result being achieved from the Peace | 
Conference at present going on in South 
Airica, and to which we all heartily | 
wish complete success. 


(9.50.) Mr. KNOWLES (Salford, W.) : | 
[ desire to say a word in favour of the | 


tax. The hon. Member who has just 
spoken referred to it as a tax on the 
food of the people. Personally, I have 
always spoken against any taxation 
being imposed on the food of the people, 
and I still take my stand upon that 
statement. 


absolutely on the food of the people. 
He said that this tax would affect the 


bleachers, because there would be certain | 
proposal | 


products taxed under this 
which would affect the sizing of goods. 
Then he said there were certain 
mysterious trades, of which he did not 
give us details, but evidently not trades 
connected with the food of the people. 
which would be taxed. He also stated 
that in some way or other the bootmakers 
would be affected, so that apparently 
the tax will not fall absolutely and 
exclusively upon the food of the people. 
There was one subject, however, to 
which he did not refer, and that was the 
war. During the past two years we 
have had exceptional expenditure in 
connection with this war, and the voters 
have returned this Government to 
power with its enormous majority in 
support of the war, and in support, I 


Mr. Holland. 


{COMMONS} 


But the hon. Member gave | 
reasons to show that the tax was not | 
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| take it, of the taxation which has been 
| necessitated by the war. If that is so, [ 
| take it that the people of this country 
'are to some extent willing to bear the 
taxation which has been necessitated by 
‘the war. The Chancellor of the Exche. 
_quer has put taxes upon the rich people 
of the country. We have had our 
'income tax raised this year to ls. 3d, 
The point which it reached at the time 
'of the Crimean War was ls. 4d., which 
‘was, I believe. high water mark for 
that tax. We have taxes upon beer, 
| wine, spirits, sugar, and coals, and 
‘I have not heard any kon. Member 
/on the other side suggest any article 
/upon which we should have put 
fresh taxation or further taxation, 
| But these taxes upon sugar and upon 
| coal were imposed when the market was 
a falling market ; yet people are paying 
at present less for their sugar and coal 
—and coal is a subject which interests 
me personally and peculiarly — than 
before the duty was imposed. And in 
similar circumstances there will be no 
difficulty with regard to the corn tax, 
Moreover, the tax is imposed not on 
British corn, but on foreign corn only, 
'and to that extent it is a benefit on 
our farmers and milling population. 
People who are always pretending to 
be friends of the farmers ought to be 
willing to pay this tax, which, after 
all, is infinitesimal. It will be distri 
buted in all directions, especially on 
the foreigner, in such a way that the 
people will not feel it in the least. I 
would like to ask any hon. Gentleman 
one question, viz., What is the normal 
price of bread? I read a newspaper 
article, written by a gentleman in the 
suburbs, which said that in London, 
which is within a stone’s throw, the 
price of a 41b. loaf was 4}d. and 54d, 
while in Esher they were paying 6d. 
That was long before the tax was ever 
thought of. In my own part of the 
world, I asked a baker the price of a 
4lb. loaf, and he said 6d. Then I asked 
him, “ Did all the bakers receive that 
price ?’’ when he replied, ‘‘ No, only 
two.” The Bury election is a great 
gain to the Party opposite; it is one 
of the solaces to which they are not 
| accustomed. Certainly, if | were on 
the other side, I would run the coal 
\tax, and the “tax on the food of the 
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people,” for all they were worth. But | 
the explanation of the result of that | 
election is that the candidate on our | 
side was not a local man, and that the 
co-operative societies, which are not | 
always associated with the working man, 
raised the prices of their bread and 
four. I want to do all I can to sup-| 
port this tax, which I do not regard 


gs in any other sense than for the | § 
good of the people. 


#(10.0.) Mr. CHANNING (North- 
amptonshire, E.): The hon. Member for 
Salford has explained the defeat of Mr. 
lawson at Bury is somewhat far-fetched. 
He was defeated because he had changed 
sides, no doubt on perfectly honest 
grounds. But it was singular that another 
hon. Member had been speaking in con- 
demnation of this tax, the hon. Member 
for Pudsey in whose case a change of 
opinions equally conscientious had been 
followed not by defeat, but by victory. 
The hon. Member made the astounding 
statement that the income tax is ex- 
hausted, and that that is a sufficient justi- 
fication of the taxation of the poor man. 
The Secretary to the Treasury made an 
able and interesting speech this after- 
noon, in which he made a last bid 
for support from those behind him for 
this corn tax. The hon. Gentleman | 
sid that those who had benefited by 
this large expenditure on the war should 
pay a share of that expenditure. I 
would like to ask him, as one acquainted 
with the great manufacturers of warlike 
materials, whether, if you went to the 
great Elswick Works near Newcastle, or, 
to come nearer home to an establish- 
ment like Kynoch’s at Birmingham, 
during the last three years since the | 
beginning of this war, it is the partners 
and owners of the factories, the directors 
and shareholders, or their workmen who 
have benefited most. I venture to say 
that the wages of the workmen in these 
factories have not been raised, if at all, in 
anything like the same proportion as the 
enormous profits of the directors and 
shareholders. The whole of this lavish 
expenditure for armaments is expenditure 
for the classes, and goes to provide place 
and pay and promotion for the sons and 
brothers of wealthy members of the 
It has 


brought no gain to the working classes ; | 


while we have seen our soldiers and | 
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(taxes on tea and sugar. I 
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their families sent into the work- 
houses. I challenge anyone to say 
whether there has been any increase in 
the wages of the working classes on 
account of the war, except, perhaps, for a 
short time in connection with the Con- 
tract Department. There are, in fact, 
many industries in which the wages are 
not so high as before the war. The 
argument of the hon. Gentleman is there- 
ore false and untenable. I quite 
agree that it is reasonable that all 
classes should bear their fair propor- 
tion of national burdens. But I deny 
that the working classes have not 
already been bearing their share, and 
more than their share, of taxation. 
Assuming that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was right when he stated, as 
he did state in the Budgets of 1901, of 
1900, and of 1899, that by the addition 
to the tea tax and the sugar tax he 
equalised the proportions of direct and in- 
direct taxation, I ask whether this tax on 
food represents anything like a fair addi- 
tion to the taxation of the working classes, 
and is balanced by the addition of a penny 
on the income tax. But assuming, for 
purposes of argument, that those state- 
ments were true, I challenge the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer and the Secretary 


\to the Treasury to show that this tax 


imposes an equal ,burden on rich and 
poor. 

The Secretary to the Treasury said 
that if we begin to take off the taxes on 
the poor we must commence with the 
have no 
patience with those taxes on the neces- 
saries of the poor, and would take all of 
them off tomorrow. The hon. Member 
for Wansbeck, in his very admirable 
speech, dealt with this question. I can 
supplement the information he gave, and 
show that he very much understated 
the incidence of this tax on the working 
people. In my own constituency the 
addition to the price of flour is 2d. per 
stone, the price of the 280lb. sack of 
flour has risen 4s. That represents double 
the figures given by the hon. Gentleman. 
[ have had furnished to me_ several 
family budgets from my own constitu- 
ency. Jn Wellingborough, for a working 
class family, a boot and shoemaker, with 
wife and seven children, whose wages 


_ amount to 27s., the expenditure on bread, 


flour, and rice was 5s. 2}d. per week. 
The duty on that amount represents an 
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income tax of 1.85 of 1d.; that is to say, 


it is nearly double that put upon the 
rich income tax payer. 


{COMMONS} 
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boiling in the single iron pot to 
make Indian meal porridge. The 


In another case, | Government are proposing to tax these 


of a man with a wife and six children! poor wretched people at a rate which 
and 22s. per week as wages, the increased | may be 10s. in the pound, for all that they 
price paid for bread, flour, and rice is| or the Tory Party know or care. Such 


equal to an income taxof 2d. in thepound. | 
In a third family, consisting of a man | 
and six children, the extra price paid | 
for food is equal to an income tax | 


of 24d. inthe pound. But thatineach case 
is only the bare proportionate amount 
of the tax. 
pay is twice, or three or four times that 
amount. The real contribution to the 
revenue of these people is an income tax 
ranging from 6d. to 8d. in the pound, as 
againstthepenny oftherichman. Afourth 
family in another town, consisting of man, 
wife, and nine children, with 27s. a week 
wages. consume 30 half loaves and a 
stone of flour per week. The baker has 
added a halfpenny and there is 2d. on the 
stone of flour. The increase is equal 
to an income tax of 7d. inthe pound. The 
hon. Member for Market Harborough 
dwelt on the woes of the agricultural 
labqurer with only a wage of 13s. a week. 
I proved the other day, from Mr, 
Burnett's return, that in some cases 
35 per cent., or one-third of the income 
of an agricultural labourer, was ex- 
pended on bread and flour, and that the 
tax worked out as an income tax of 
ls. 3d. in the pound. Again, I should 
like to know what income tax you 
are putting upon the sweating dens of 
London by this tax, where the women 
get 24d. for making a pair of trousers, 
and have to maintain themselves and two 
or three starving children upon a piece 
of bread and a red herring. Hon. Gentle- 
man opposite say that the poor will not 
feel this tax at all, but my contention is 
that, through it, the working classes 
will pay six, seven, and eight times the 
additional income tax you are imposing 
on the rich man. The hon. Member 
for South Tyrone spoke of the West 
of Ireland. [| remember a visit which | 
made some years ago to the Arran 
Islands off the coast of Galway. I 
went into house after house where the 
only furniture was an old box and a 
sack of straw as a bed, and where the 


What the consumer has to | 


| 


| 


a tax is an intolerable wrong, 
It is said that this is not a Protective 


tax. I say it is a Protective tax of the 
most stringent kind. I have calculated 
that this tax will be equal to a 


bonus ranging from 3s. 9d. to 4s. per 
acre on the wheat, barley, oats, beans, 
and peas of this country. Over the 
arable area of 9,000,000 acres, it is a 
moderate estimate that it*will add 3s. an 
acre to the rents. It is nothing more 
than another dole to the agricultural 
landowners of about £1,350,000 a 
year. I contend that the whole policy 
of the present Government since 1895 
has been to wage a seven years war 
against the just and fair taxation of the 
poor of this country, and that their 
intention has been to increase ex- 
penditure in order to create pretexts 
for extending the area of taxation, 
The hon. Gentleman says that this tax 
is not a Protective tax ; but Sir Wilfrid 
Laurier said the other day— 

“ England’s new policy is Protection, but not 
a large measure of Protection. Of that I do 
not complain, but rather rejoice, for now the 
field is clear fer arranging in June a system 
of larger trade between all parts of the British 
Empire, which will meet the views of the great 
majority of the people of Canada.” 
I should like to ask the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer what, after that opinion, 
becomes of his statement, made over 
and over again, that he had nothing to 
do with the harum-scarum  wild-cat 
schemes of Imperial Tollvereon tarifls 
which have fascinated the imagination 
of the Secretary for the Colonies. It 
appears to me that the right hon. 
Gentieman has followed a course exactly 
reversing the policy of sponging off the 
slate, which seems to be the favourite 
maxim of the day. He has departed 
from the best lessons of finance, the 
best deed of patriotic devotion to the 
country by perhaps the greatest man of 
the last century—certainly the greatest 
man the Conservatives produced in the 
last century, Sir Robert Peel. Peel 


wife and three or four pinched and | had the supreme glory and distinction 


delicate children were cowering round a | 


tiny fire of cow dung, and the water| reform of the 


Mr. Channing. 


of educating his Party up to the greatest 
19th century; and 
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reasoning, and by his knowledge of 
financial and economic laws, but by 
listening to the best men of his own 
Party, and by increasing their number, 
until, against the united resistance of the 
Lord George Bentincks, instigated by 
Mr. Disraeli, he was able to carry this 
reform in face of an opposition as great 
as any man had ever to contend with. 
The right hon. Gentleman, on the con- 
trary, has listened to the worst elements 
in his Party. He has abandoned the 
principles of Conservatism in the last 
century. and he has given away his own 
principles and ideas in order to carry out 
the policy of a Budget like this. 

I condemn this Budget root and crop. 
I wish to protest against the policy which 
has landed us in this Stygian morass. 
I denounce the timid and_ evasive 
machinery which has plunged us deeper 
and deeper in this quagmire. Still more 
do | denounce the financial strategy 
which has, in the interests of dominant 
classes, not only struck the note of an 
extravagance not even this rich nation 
can keep up. but has riveted these 
burdens on the people as permanent 
heirlooms of national recklessness and 
insolvency. Most of all, I protest against 
the policy which for seven years has 
been persisted in by the right hon. 
Gentleman, of endlessly increasing the 
expenditure of the country in order to 
create a plausible pretext for transferring 
the burdens of the rich to the shoulders 
of the poor. I say that it is a dis- 
honourable and lamentable policy. It 
seems to me, looking back upon the 
history of the last few years, that Toryism 
has forgotten some of the noblest lessons 
it taught itself and Europe in the last 
century. Look at the glorious doctrines 
of Canning, and the policy he adopted 
of emancipating Greece and of generous 
sympathy with theSouthAmericanRepub- 
hes, and then look at the miserable record 
of this war for destroying small nation- 
alities in South Africa, which has helped 
to plunge us into this financial position. 
There is a fall from what was a noble 
tradition to what seems to me to be the 
basest and the worst of political blunders. 


Until the last few days. the Tories could | 


have boasted, at least, that, although 
Cobden and Bright had preached the 


doctrine of Free Trade, and had converted | 
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he did so, not only by his own close | large masses of the people into demanding 
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a policy of Free Trade, it was a Conserva- 
tive Minister, the best, the noblest, and 


| the wisest of Conservative Ministers, who 


carried out that great reform, from which 
the whole prosperity of the country for 
fifty years has been derived. I wish to 
have this opportunity of entering, on 
behalf of my constituents, not merely a 
protest against the gross injustice which 
imposes on a poor man, and even a man 
earning 25s. a week, an income tax six 
or eight times greater than has been 
imposed on the rich. I protest against 
this tax as an injustice to the poorest and 
weakest of the community, and against 
the whole policy of this Budget as a 
policy of class subvention, a policy of 
transferring the burdens of the rich to 
the shoulders of the poor. 


(10.26.) Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford): Thehon. Gentleman who has just 
sat down represents, I believe, one of the 
Divisions in the county of Northampton. 
Iam quite certain, however, that, what- 
ever else he may represent, he does not 
represent, in the speech he made tonight, 
the views of any very great number of 
voters in that constituency. Still less, 
I am sure, did he represent the views 
of any voters in the county of North- 
ampton when he described the pro- 
posal made by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer as a dis- 
honourable proposal, which should not be 
made in this House. Whatever may be 
the merits or faults of the Budget of my 


right hon. friend, as submitted to the 


House of Commons and the country, I 
think the right hon. Gentleman will be 
almost alone in his opinion that my right 
hon. friend, either now or on any other 
occasion, has ever proposed anything that 
can be characterised as dishonourable to 
the House of Commons. 


*Mr. CHANNING: I wish to say at 

once that I used the word not in the 
sense it is being interpreted by my right 
hon. friend ; nothing was more entirely 
foreign to my intention. I meant dis- 
creditable statesmanship, and did not 
mean anything else. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: The hon. Gentleman 
will hardly expect that I could have 
penetrated into his innermost thoughts, 
anc could have known what he meant by 
the expression he used; but, of course, 


E 
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I gladly accept his disclaimer. 
had a long debate on this question, and I 
think it has been thoroughly threshed 
out; and, if I may say so with great 
respect to hon. Gentlemen opposite, the 
conclusion I have come to, after listening 
to the debate on this stage of the Bill, 
is that three or four points have been 
established by my right hon. friend and 
others which no one on that side of the 
House, up to the present, has attempted 
successfully to refute. I should say, in 
the first place, it has been proved to 
demonstration that wheat in this country 
is subject to constant variations of much 
more than ls. a quarter, and that, at the 
same time, the price of bread does not 
follow these variations, unless and until 
the price of wheat has altered by 
the considerable number of - shillings. 
I think it has also been shown that one 
reason for this, at all events, is that the 
price of bread depends much more, at 
the present time,on the cost of manu- 
facture than on the price of the raw 
material. [An Hon. Member: No.| 
Hon. Gentlemen dispute that. Then, let 
_ them go to the bakers, and let them 
examine the accounts, which I have no 
doubt will be put before them with 


perfect truth and accuracy, and they will 
tind out that what I say on this point is 
literally true and incapable of contradic- 


tion. I think also that my right hon. 
friend has conclusively shown that there 
has been no universal, and not even a 
general, rise in bread since the imposition 
of this tax, and that where there has 
been a rise, it has been due to exceptional 
circumstances, and not to the imposition 
of this tax. 

The fourth point I will maintain 
against all comers is that it has been 
shown that there will be, and can_ be, 
no permanent rise in the price of 
bread from the imposition of a single Ls. 
on wheat. Is there any hon. Gentleman 
on this side of the House bold enough to 
dispute this? [Several Hon. Members : 
Certainly.| Well, I understand there 
are. Will they be good enough to answer 
me this question? We are now in the 
middle of the month of May ; in a very 
short time we shall have the harvests, 
not only in this country, but over great 
portions of the world, completed. After 
that, there will be a great quantity of 
wheat coming forward, and our position 


{COMMONS} 


We have | 
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are now low, but then, in all probability, 
we may look forward to the fact that 
there will be more or less of a fall, and in 
the natural course of things, unless 
something extraordinary happens, there 
is absolutely certain to be a fall of at 
least 4s. or 5s. a quarter. Do hon 
Gentleman who disagreed with me just 
now maintain that if there is a fall of 4s, 
or 5s. in the price of wheat, there will 
not also be immediately a fall in the 
price of bread? I ask hon. Gentlemen, 
do they deny that? No, they do not, 
Then, what becomes of their argument 
and contention that the imposition of 
this duty will lead to a permanent rise 
in the price of bread? There is an end 
to their argument. On the contrary, if 
they admit that the price will be main- 
tained, what does that mean ?—that it is 
the action of the bakers, not the im- 
position of the 1s. duty, that will cause 
it. I own I have been always more or 
less suspicious about our friends who are 
engaged in that particular business. | 
always thought, entirely as I approve of 
the imposition of this duty, that when 
the time came, in all probability, the 
bakers would take advantage of it. They 
have had their chance, and they have 
taken advantage of it. I do not know 
that we can complain very much, be- 
cause it is their business. It reminds 
me of the affairs of a certain house- 
hold in Egypt, of which I suppose we 
have all read in scriptural history, and 


|in which the chief butler and the chief 


baker got into very considerable trouble. 
They were summoned out of prison to 
appear before their master; the chief 
butler was re-instated in his position, but, 
unless my memory deceives me, the chief 
baker was hanged. I do not know what 
his offence was: I do not think it is re 
corded in history; but I always thought 
it very hard on the baker. What I want 
to say of his English brothers is, that if 
there be an English baker who has so 
little conscience as to raise the price of 
bread either a halfpenny or a tarthing 
because of the imposition of 1s. a quarter 
on wheat, all I can say is that, in my 
humble judgment, he fully deserves to 
share the fate that befel the baker in the 
Egyptian establishment some 3,000 years 
ago. Is there any hon. Member on 
that side of the House who has attempted 


then will be very different in one respect |to deny, or will deny, that there are 


to what it is today. Our stocks of wheat 
Mr, Chaplin. 


these constant variations in the price of 
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wheat in the English market, not only 


from month to month, but from week | 


to week, and that with these constant 
yariations the price of wheat does not 
alter in the slightest degree until they 
reach 4s. or 5s. a quarter? That is a 
notorious fact, which cannot be denied ; 
and therefore to attribute this rise in the 
price of bread to the imposition of 1s. 
duty is really, with all respect, the 
greatest rubbish and nonsense in the 
world. My right hon. friend said that 
there was no universal, not even a 
general, rise in the price of bread through- 
out the country. Can anyone deny that ? 
My right hon. friend quoted to the 
House, most conclusively, the Return of 
284 co-operative societies throughout 
Englind who sell bread; of these there 
were only thirty-three in which the 
price of bread had risen at all, and in one 
it had actually fallen. Why did not an 
hon. Member get up and refute these 
statements, if they could be refuted? 
The hon. Member for the Wansbeck 
Division replied to this argument, I be- 
lieve, by saying that it was not so much 
a question of wheat as a question of flour. 
But that argument is completely answered 
by the one | have ventured to advance to 
the House, and which I will undertake to 
say will very shortly prove to be true, viz., 
that the price of wheat, under all the cir- 
cumstances it is possible to forsee, is 
certain, very shortly, to fall. Of course, 
the price of flour depends entirely on 
the price of wheat, and unless I am en- 
tirely wrong, the hon. Gentleman’s argu- 
ment as to flour will fall to the ground 
equally with the other arguments which 
have been advanced. 


Mr. FENWICK: I said nothing at all 
about wheat. I said that the co-opera- 
tive societies principally dealt in the sale 
of flour—not bread. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: That 
what I have been endeavouring to sub- 
mit to the House. I greatly regret I did 
not hear the speech of the 
hon. Gentleman, whom I have heard 


on so many occasions deliver speeches | 


which seemed to me to be very much 
to the point. If I may detain the House 
for a moment more, I wish to say a 
word or two in reply to some statements 
which fell from my hon. friend the 
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Member for the Harborough Division. 
His contention, as I understood it, was 
that the 1s. duty on wheat would 
transfer a sum of money equal to 
£1,600,000 into the pockets of the 
farmers. [| have two things to say on 
that point. In the first place, I think 
my hon. friend has altogether forgotten 
that in the great majority of cases 
a crop of wheat is invariably grown at 
aloss. I do not mean to say that in 
some particular farms, where the soil is 
particularly good, and where there is 
an exceptionally heavy crop, wheat may 
not be grown at a profit, but in the 
great majority of cases at present prices 
to grow wheat is always a loss to the 
farmer, and were it not for the straw, 
which is absolutely necessary for farm 
operations, wheat, as a matter of fact, 
would not be grown in this country at 
all. If that were the case, what would 
be the position of the labouring man, of 
whom my hon. friend is an enthusiastic 
champion? Asa matter of fact, what 
may happen is that the duty may 
possibly reduce the farmer’s loss ; it will 
not do anything more than that. As 
for putting anything into his pocket, that 
is the wildest fiction that can be 
imagined. ‘There is another side to this 
picture. What does the farmer lose 
when the price of wheat falls, as it pro- 
bably will fail, as I have already pointed 
out, very shortly, and as it has constantly 
fallen in the past few years, 4s. or 5s. a 
quarter! Perhaps it may fall a good 
deal more, because at the present time 
the price of wheat appears to be unusually 
Supposing, for the sake of argu- 


ment, that my hon. friend is right— 


‘though I must guard myself against 


any admission that he is—-what would be 
the loss to the farmer ! According to 
my hon. friend’s estimate, it would be 
£48,000,000. I am old enough to 
remember—and yet it is not so many 
years ago—when the common price of 
wheat was 50s. a quarter, and it used 
to be held then that unless it was 
something like 50s it did not pay to 


different state of prosperity to what he 
is now, and I can speak as to the 
condition of the labourers from my own 
personal knowledge and_ experience, 
They had good, constant, and regular 
employment, and their work, and the 
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skill with which they performed it, were 
a credit not only to themselves, but to 
those who employed them also. They 
had high wages. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
“Oh!”] I beg the hon. Member's 
pardon, I am speaking about what I 
know myself. In those days, the wages 
in the greatest wheat-growing county 
in England, namely, Lincolnshire, were 
from 17s. to 18s. a week. The labourers 


were happy, they were thoroughly 
well content, and, what was even 
more important, their ambition at 


that time was to excel in agri- 
cultural work, and they did excel. 
The last thing they desired or wanted 
was to scuttle away from the country to 
the towns. But | remember also that 
a few vears later one fine morning wheat 
was quoted on the Lincoln market at 
17s. a quarter. | do not say that was 
not an excessive fall, or lower than at 
most places, but it would be safe to take 
the average fall in wheat at that time to 
be 20s. a quarter throughout the country. 
From 50s. to 20s.—a fall of 30s. in the 
price of wheat ; and by a simple rule of 
three, if the estimates of the hon. 
Memberfor Harborough areright, you can 
estimate what the loss to the farmers 
was. It was £40,0U0,000, and because a 
shilling duty is to be imposed, which will 
not give them £1,600,000, there is this 
outery against my right hon. friend. 
Even this pittance is grudged to one of 
the most hard-working and deserving 
classes we have. I have taken the hon. 
Member's estimate of the differences in 
prices between these days and what thev 
were at the time to which I refer, and 
what is the condition now of the labourer 
on whose behalf he pleads? Were they 
so much better off with the fall of wheat 
to these excessively low prices to which I 
have referred? The whole thing is on 
record. In those days, when wheat fell 
in that unparalleled manner, the 
labourers were standing about idle by 
hundreds in all the agricultural districts— 
out of work, receiving no wages at all. 
There was heaps of work to be done, and 
which ought to have been done; but the 
farmers were unable to pay the wages. 
All these particulars are to be found in 
the Reports of the Commission on Agri- 
culture. 


I have called attention tothis branch of 
the subject in order to show, in reply to 


Mr, Chaplin. 
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the hon. Gentieman the Member for 
Harborough that, however he pleads on 
behalf of the interests of the working 
man whom he thinks will be injured by 
this duty, there is another side to the 
picture. I am quite prepared to say 
that, even supposing that thisduty would 
fall upon the labourers and the working 
classes, as hon. Mem bers opposite contend, 
I utterly dispute their proposition that 
the working classes would refuse for a 
single moment to pay their contribution 
towards great national needs and great 
national purposesand objects of whichthey 
approve ; and it will be found, before this 
question has been much longer debated, 
that hon. Gentlemen on that side of the 
House have found a mare's nest, not 
for the first time, and that this cry is an 
unreal cry, and this agitation is an 
unreal agitation, from which they will 
gain nothing as a Party. 


(10.538) Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Glou- 
cestershire, Stroud): I do not intend 
to follow the right hon. Member for 
Sleaford into the question of whether 
this is a real cry or whether the 
Liberal Party is likely to win or lose 
by it. I merely wish to say a few words 
in emphatic protest against the imposi- 
tion of this tax. My first and chief 
objection to it is the old objection that 
has been referred to by so many 


speakers—that in all cases where the: 


price of bread and corn is raised, the 
increase must inevitably fall upon the 
poorest of the poor. I doubt very much 
whether there are many Members in 
this House who know what they pay 
for their bread. I myself have not the 
slightest idea, and it does not much 
matter to us; but those who will be hit 
by this tax are the working classes, 
the casual workers, the jetsam and 
flotsam of the working world, and their 
wives and families. The wives and 
families will be hit for the reason that 
health is the workers’ only capital, and 
the wage earner must be fed, if 
the wife and family starves. If hon. 
Members of this House were able to 
look at life from the standpoint of 
13s. a week, this tax would be swept 
away as easily as the cheque tax. My 
second objection is that this tax will 
encourage Protectionists all over the 
world, and discourage Free Traders. One 
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alight fact will remind the House that 
England, forty years after she freed the 
food of her people, has levied another tax 
upon it. It encourages Protectionists at 
home. Weall heard the enthusiasm of the 
hon. Member for Central Sheffield when 


the tax was first announced, and the! 


hon. Member was quite right; he 
recognised that the Government, so 


long trembling on the brink, had at | 


last taken the plunge. There is one 
great merit in this tax, it gives us 
a clear cut issue on which we 
can vote aye or no. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer claims the right 
to tax the food of the people, 
we on this side deny that he has that 
right. That is a clear cut issue, and 
not all the authority the right hon. 
Gentleman possesses can make that issue 
different. 


*(10.58.) Mr. BELL (Derby): I rise once 
more to offer a few words of protest 
against the imposition of this charge upon 
the working man’s food. | ventured, on 
the last occasion that this subject was 
under discussion, to reply to hon. Members 
opposite who said they would challenge 
the Liberal Party if they were in power, 
to go tothe country on the particular 
issue. I suggested that the present 
Government would not venture to test 
the country on it, and said that if a test 
should be taken they would have a 
serious awakening. I did not at the 
moment anticipate that my prediction 
could be fulfilled as it was on Saturday 
last at Bury. But so it is. There are 
one or two points that I have not heard 
substantially raised during the discussion 
—one in particular, though this was 
just mentioned by the rigit hon. gentle- 
man the Member for the Sleaford 
Division. He suggested just now that 
the fluctuations in the price of flour 
and bread have been of considerable 
nagnitude—in some instances to the 
extent of several shillings—without in 
any way altering the price of bread. 
Well, as I understand there are bases in 
all these things, I know that in the 
regulation of wages between employers 
and workmen there is what they call a 
sliding scale. These sliding scales have 
a basis, and from this basis up and down 
are the wages regulated. I take it that 
bread also has a basis from which the 
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| bakers and the confectioners regulate 
the prices upand down. In this instance 
the basis has been raised by the imposition 
of theGovernment tax. And as a baker 
said to me only yesterday in discussing 
this very question, “The imposition of 
this tax will affect me to the extent of 
£2 10s. per week.’ And he asked me, 
“Do you think it fair that I should 
have to pay that £2 10s. a week out of 
my own pocket?” I told him candidly, 
“No.” I say the same here, and I 
'venture to assert that there is no hon. 
Member on the other side of the House 
who supports the tax who would care to 
pay £2 10s. a week out of his own pocket 
however patriotic he may be. I only 
raise the point to make these few words 
of protest, having regard to the position 
and necessities of a very large section of 
organised working men in different 
parts of the country. Now, Sir, I do 
not know whiy the organised workers of 
Newcastle, through the Newcastle Trades 
Council, should appeal to me. Probably 
they sent round a general circular letter 
and appealed to their own Members as 
well as to me. At any rate I have re- 
ceived a resolution from organised 
workers at a special conference called to 
consider this question—of workers from 
Darlington, York, Shettield, and various 
other large centres. I wish to point out 
that | referred their appeal back to 
their own Members—that is to say, 
I told the men of Sheftield, Newcastle, 
Darlington and so forth, that it was 
useless for them to appeal to me to 
oppose a tax whilst they return men who 
are favourable to and advocate it. {Op- 
position cheers. | This is perfectly correct. 
[am not going to conceal the fact. I 
might as well be as candid with hon. 
Members of this House as I am with work- 
ing men outside. However, the Resolution 
passed at Sheffield is of rather an impor- 
tant character, and hon. Members repre- 
senting Sheffield may have received it. 
The concluding sentence in that Resolu- 
tion is— 

“‘That we warn our local Members that we 
will remember their action at some future 
day.” 

[Opposition cheers.] As I say, I referred 
the matter back to them and said they 
must settle it with their Members. 


Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
| side): What is the hon. Member quoting 1 
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*Mr. BELL: 
Sheffield workmen. 


A Resolution of the 


ANOTHER Hon. MEMBER: From your 
own Division, Brightside 


Mr. JAMES What class of 


workmen ? 


HOPE: 


*Mr. BELL: I will forward the hon. 
Member a copy of the Resolution from 
my office tomorrow, so as to put the 
matter right with him. It is possible 
that the Shettield men may not have sent 
the Resolution to their own Members. 
However, they sent it to me, and, as 
I say, I see no reason why men in other 
constituencies should trouble me instead 
of their own Members. Now the tax on 
grain and flour I do not regard from its pre- 
sent value or basis. I look on it as every 
other tax that has been placed on any- 
thing during the last six or seven years 
—that is to say, I expect to see it raised 
every year. From my own personal obser- 
vations I have not observed an instance 
during the term of office of the present 
Government in which they have abolished 
or reduced any tax which they have 
put on. The tendency, on the contrary, 
has been to gradually increase them year 
by year. And now the first step is taken 
in taxing the bread of the people. 

An hon. Member on the other side (the 
Member for Salford, I think) said that 
no suggestion had been offered from this 
side as to how the money could be raised 
to replace this tax. I made a suggestion 
before, though it was laughed at by hon. 
Members opposite. I mention it again, 
even though the laughter be repeated 
There are land values, way-leaves, and 
royalties which may very well have a 
tax placed on them, and which hitherto 
have been free from impost. I know 
this is not acceptable to hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, but at any rate it is a sugges- 
tion. Here is another suggestion. Hon. 
Members opposite are continually saying 
that because the working classes of the 
country approved of the war they ought 
to contribute towards the cost. I agree 
with that, and I venture to say that if 
the tax were levied upon those who 
supported the war, very few men who 
are represented by us on this side of the 
House would have much to pay. I 
would ask hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
the great supporters of the war from 
beginning to end, whether they are 
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prepared to pay proportionately, accord- 
ing to their incomes, the amount paid by 
the working classes on our side? If so, 
I would point out a way in which the 
money required for the expenses of the 
war might be easily raised. I have sug- 
gested it many a time before, but not in 
this House. I would suggest that the 
war tax, instead of being placed on the- 
food of the people, should be placed on 
the earnings of the people. Let every 
one pay a war tax of ld. inthe £ on their 
incomes, commencing at £1 a week and 
going upwards. In that way the 6,000 
widowsof the men who have lost their lives 
in South Africa would escape the tax, 
for they are receiving less than £1 
a week. But the workman who earns 
£52 a year would pay 4s. 4d. at the rate 
of 1d. in the £. I mention this as a basis. 
A gentleman who received £10,900 a year 
would have to pay £40 odd. He would 
have to pay his proportion with the man 
who receives £1 a week. He would, in 
this way, pay his proper share of the cost 
of the war he has supported all through. 
I venture to say that if the Government 
adopted my suggestion, and levied this 
war tax—it would be very much re- 
sented by hon. Gentlemen opposite, but, 
at any rate, it would have the merit of 
taxing all equally. The gentleman receiy- 
ing £10,000 a year is quite as well able 
to bear the tax I propose as is the work- 
ing man earning £50 a year. But the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would not 
accept the proposal, or, if he did, it would 
not receive the support of hon. Gentle- 
man who support the proposed taxation 
to meet the cost of the war. 

Much has been said of the immense 
importance of taxing the poorer people's 
food. Iam afraid that many hon. Mem- 
hers are unable to appreciate the difficulty 
of living upon a few shillings a week. I 
am prepared to admit, and I have always 
been broad-minded enough to admit, that 
many hon. Gentlemen on the other side 
are actuated by good intentions, and 
think they are doing things which tend to 
the advantage of everybody, without 
causing much suffering to any one. _ It is 
perhaps for want of knowledge of what it 
means to live on 15s., 16s., or 18s. a week 


that they have taxed the poor to the 


extent of 6d. a week in this instance. 
Sixpence a week, I believe, will be about 


the average extent to which this bread. 


tax will affect the poorer working man 


| Those who receive a better wage—-the. 
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better class of artisan who receives £2, 
£3, or £4 are able to get something else 
besides bread to eat, but the very poorest 
class who earn only from 15s. to 18s. a 
week, with a family of three or four or 
five children, eat bread at every meal 
the whole year round, consequently they 
are the people who have to subscribe the 
greatest portion of the tax. I do, there- 
fore, enter my protest against this tax. 


tion inspired by demagogues at all. 

spontaneous for the working classes. 
their meetings in different parts of the 
country have been held spontaneously— 
called by the men themselves. And I 
may say that they are even going to have 
a National Congress in London on the 
27th of this month to discuss the iques- 
tion. All this has not been worked upéso 
far as | am concerned, because I have not 
been to any constituency, or made a single 
speech in reference to this matter outside 
the House. So that Iam free from the 
charge of having inspired the working 
classes from outside, in order to get them 
to rise up against this tax. But from 
the information I have received from 
organsied workers in all parts of the 
country, they feel this tax extremely, and 
mean to resist it with all their power. 
Unfortunately, they have not the oppor- 
tunity of showing their resentment in the 
way they would like to do—at the polls. 
But they will not forget it when the op- 
portunity does come. I feel convinced that 
hon. Members representing important 
industrial constituencies, who are advo- 
cates of taxing the food of the poor 
today, will have cause to regret it in the 
future. 
of protest I shall register my vote against 
the imposition of such a tax. 


(11.11.) Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dews- 
bury): I happen to be one of those who, 
according to the description of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Slea- 
ford, are bold enough to dispute that 
this tax will be beneficial to the country, 
and to protest against its imposition. I 
will not follow him into the ancient 
history of the butler and the baker, for, 
although he has told us whom the baker 
may be in this debate, he has given us 
no analogy with regard to the butler. 
It is a pity there is no representative of 
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, well able to take care of themselves, and 
that, instead of bearing the onus of 
having increased the price of bread, they 
would be able to throw it on the Govern 
ment who put this tax on wheat, and 


/consequently caused the rise in bread 


| classes. 


which is now afflicting the working 
The right hon. Gentleman drew 


'a pathetic picture of the decay of wheat- 


45 aX. | srowing in Lincolnshire, and he said it 
And I may say that this is not an agita-| é 6 
It is | not for the straw. 


All| equivalent of saying that it would not 


would not pay to grow wheat were it 
That is almost the 


pay to breed cattle were it not for the 
beef. [Laughter.] Hon. Members laugh, 
but you cannot grow wheat without 
straw, and it is because both the straw 


_and the corn are valuable that you are 


Having offered these few words | 


| for 


able to make a profit on your farms. 
Why separate them? Even if it is a 
mere by-product of the industry, it 1s 
very often by by-products that industries 
live. 

The Government have had some 
curious supporters in the course of this 
discussion. They have had the support of 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn, who 
declared that he was neither a Tree 
Trader nor a Protectionist. This is 
absolutely certain, that he is neither a 
supporter of the Governmentnor a mem- 
ber of the Opposition. They have also 
had the support of the hon. Member for 
Oldham, who declared last night that 
although he loves economy he despises 
economics. Perhaps he will pardon me 
for saying that that was quite apparent. 
He need never have been placed in 
the unfortunate position of having to 
defend this tax if he had not last session 
been one of those who voted away millions 
of money per annum under the Rating 
Acts. Iam not one of those who wish to 
run the Empire on the cheap, but neither 
do [ wish to run the Empire with no regard 
economy. We ought to be careful 
about parcelling out millions of money 
per annum when there is no pressing 


necessity and no justification for it. I 


quite agree that the masses of this 


country should be made to feel the cost 


of the war. One of the best principles 
of politics is that in a democracy it 
should not be possible for a people to 
run a war on the cheap. I hope war 


will never be cheap. But, in order to 


the baking class in the House, because it | 


is quite likely that bakers would be very | should have chosen a direct tax. They 


_bring home with full effect the lesson 


of the cost of the war, the Government 
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might have adopted the plan which has 
been tried in America and other countries 
with great success. They cannot, how- 
ever, ear-mark a tax purely for war 
purposes unless they are prepared to 
introduce a poll tax, and I do not wish 
them any particular happiness over the 
experiment. 


We have had much discussion as to 
the proportion of direct to indirect taxa- 
tion. It has been proved over and over 
again that the amount raised by indirect 
taxation has gone down, and I for one 
certainly do not look upon that as a 
retrograde sign. The Secretary to the 
Treasury this afternoon, in his able 
defence of this tax—perhaps the most 
able in the course of the debate—declared 
that the country is more able now than 
during the Crimean War to bear a 
greater burden of indirect taxation. If 
that be the case, it is an argument in 
favour of the suggestion of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Wolver- 
hampton that an addition should be 
made to the tax on beer and _ spirits 
rather than a tax be placed on corn. 
We are told of the necessity for broaden- 
ing the basis of taxation. That is a 
ery we heard last year when the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer placed, 
not on a broad basis, but on one section 
of a particular industry, an export duty, 
which has been no particular benefit to 
the trade concerned, and which certainly 
has not added to the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s financial reputation. I am_ not 
going into the question of whether or 
not this tax will be paid by the foreigner. 
It has been pretty clearly proved that 
he will not pay it. Butif he did, it 
would not be very creditable to us to 
shift our burden on to his shoulders. 
| Ministerial laughter.] It appears that 
Gentlemen on the other side do not wish 
to bear their own share of the cost 
of the war. I adopt an absolutely 
different attitude. So far as I have 
supported the war, I am prepared to pay 
my quota, and I do not ask the foreigner 
to bear any portion of the burden. But 
suppose the shareholders of an American 
railroad are bearing a portion of the 
tax, they do not happen to be the only 
carriers of corn to this country. There 
is the shipping which brings it across 
the Atlantic, and I hope, for my own 
sake, none of the burden of the tax 
is going to fall on the shipping as well 


Mr, Runciman. 
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as on me as aconsumer. But take the 
case of tobacco. Tobacco can be bought 
abroad at about 1s. a pound, and there 
is a duty of something like 3s. 6d. on it. 
Will some hon. Member opposite proceed 
to prove that out of the 1s. which the 
foreigner gets for the tobacco he pays us 
the 3s. 6d. duty ? 


It is unnecessaryto go into the question 
of whether the tax is so small that the 
consumer will not feel it. We may take 
a more economic basis. There is no 
doubt that if this tax is to be raised in 
this country the consumer will have to 
pay it. The remarkable economic 
theory was propounded by one of the 
Members for Glasgow that the tax 
would make no difference in the price of 
bmead, because the price of bread 
depended entirely on the law of supply 
and demand. He has altogether mis 
read the law of supply and demand. If 
you add to the cost of bread, if you add 
this tax to the producer— which the 
Government claim will be the result— 
it will naturally tend to dissuade him 
from sending his products into the 
English market. That would tend to 
decrease the supply, and if you decrease 
the supply you must certainly raise the 
price. Suppose the tax were 27s. a 
quarter instead of ls. The hon. Member 
would claim that the price wheat would 
bring in this country would not be over 
27s.; that is to say, the producer would 
get nothing, and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer 27s. The hon. Member is 
closely interested in the iron ore 
trade; I would like to ask him 
whether he would believe that the 
cost of iron ore would remain the 
same even if an import duty of 5s. per 
ton were put on iron ore. It has been 
stated by the Secretary to the Treasury 
that if the tax were put on at Buenos 
Ayres or at Liverpool no difference 
would take place, and that it must in 
both cases fall on the one person con- 
cerned, viz., the producer. May | point 
out that if a tax were put on wheat 
at Buenos Ayres it would be an export 
tax, while if it were put on at Liverpool 
it would be an import tax, so jar as we 
are concerned, which naturally makes 
all the difference in the world. 

I wish to draw the attention of the 
Chancellor to an important fact in 
connection with the buying and selling 
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of corn which has not been mentioned | 
I will take 


in the course of the debate. 
the case of a cargo of wheat landed in 
Liverpool, which costs roughly about 
£30,000 (say, 20,000 quarters of wheat). 
That cargo will be financed to the 
extent of about £5,000 in cash by the 
merchant who imports it, and the 
remaining £25,000 will probably be 
provided by a bank in Liverpool or 
elsewhere. Under this tax the merchant 
will also have to provide an extra 
thousand pounds in cash wherewith to 
pay the tax, and that means putting 
another thousand pounds capital into 
his business. He is not likely to do that 
without making a ten or fifteen per cent. 
return on the thousand pounds of 
added capital, so that we shall not only 
have the added cost of one shilling a 
quarter on wheat imported, but also the 
added profit which the merchant rightly 
claims. 


The ground on which we on this side 
of the House object to this tax is that it 
is (ounded on a bad principle. May | illus- 
trate that by pointing out that the taxa- 
tion which is raised from the labourer 
with £40 a year must of necessity be 
drawn from the necessaries of life; that 
that which is drawn from the shopkeeper 
with £400 would be drawn from the 
comforts of his life; while that which 
is drawn from the merchant with £4,000 
a year would be drawn from his lux- 
uries; and that drawn from _ the 
capitalist with £40,000 would be drawn 
from nothing but the accumulations of 
jurther capital. Therefore, we hold that 
greater than the largest sacrifice which 
in practice it will be found possible to 
demand from the richer person is any 
sacrifice exacted from those who have 
nothing but necessaries on which to 
depend. This tax also falls more on 
the poorest. From our Census Returns 
I gather that the largest families are, 
on the whole, the poorest. It therefore 
happens that the largest families, who 
in their way are a great benefit to the 
country, are penalised more by the tax 
than those of smaller dimensions. I do 
not wish to labour the fact of the con- 
tribution that they have recently made 


in finding the wherewithal to fight our | 
cause in South Africa; but, much as) 
we have praised the colonies for sending | 


men to fight our cause, still more ought 
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we to praise the poorer classes of this 
country who have supplied us with 
soldiers. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer said a few days ago that to 
impose an additional house duty would 
be cruelty indeed. But an additional 
house duty is not one-half so cruel as 
a new bread tax. Our objections are: 
that it raises the price of the whole 
quantity of corn consumed in this 
country, that it takes more from the 
consumer than it gives to the Exchequer, 
that it adds forty-two articles to the 
list of duty-paying articles, that it exacts 
more from the poor than from the rich, 
and in this case is even worse than a 
poll tax of so much a head on every 
man, woman, and child in this country, 
that it is adding a burden to industry 
as well as to labour, and tends to restrict 
the buying power of the people. 


11.26 Sir*H. CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN (Stirling Burghs) : At the end of our 
prolonged and most interesting debate, it is 
not my intention to occupy the time of the 
House by renewing, restating, or contro- 
verting any of those elaborate economic 
arguments by which, I am afraid, a good 
many of us must be somewhat bamboozled 
by this time. The debate has been a 
complete debate in every respect but one. 
There has been one remarkable and most 
important phase of opinion, which has 
been almost unrepresented in the course 
of the debate, and I believe it is a phase 
of opinion which has more really to do 
with the subject matter of the debate 
than any other opinion whatever. Where 
are the Protectionists during this debate 4 
I think there has been one reference by 
the Member for Newcastle, who could 
not conceal his exultation over the prospect 
of a return to Protection. And then 
there was the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Sleaford, whose faith in this 
matter is beyond cavil or dispute. But 
he appeared tonight rather as some other 
animal in sheep’s clothing, because his 
efforts were directed, not to prove to the 
House how good a thing this proposed 
tax is as a measure of Protection, but to 
prove to the House that it was no measure 
of Protection at all, and, in fact, that it 
would not be felt by anyone. That 
confirms what I have said, that we have 
not had the Protectionist aspect of the 
question presented to us. | Ministerial 
cries of “There is none.” 
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Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent,| muzzled? It is the President of the 


Thanet) : It would not have been relevant. | 


Sirr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 
If my right hon. friend had been as 
constant in his attendance here as I have 
been. | think he would have found that the 
net of relevancy has meshes large enough 
through which to admit the question of 
Protection. But it is evident that the 


word has gone out on the other side of | 


the House that this dangerous love for 
Protection, and this dangerous expecta- 
tion of Protectional results from the 
present action of the Government must 
be suppressed. Curiously enough, the 


other day I came upon a description of | 


Mr. Cobden’s maiden speech in this 
House in the year 1841. He writes to 
his brother to say— 

*“[T was induced to speak last night about 
nine o'clock. We thought the debate would 
have been bought to a close. The Tories 
were doggedly resolved from the first not to 
enter upon any discussion of the main question. 
My speech had one good effect. I called up 
G a > 
I will not quote the word [Cries of 
“Quote.” | No, I will leave it to the 
imagination—I will say “a Member ’— 

“Who let fly at the manufacturers, very 
much to the chagrin, I expect, of the Leader 
of his Party. It is now thought that the 
Tories must come out and discuss, in self- 
defence, the Free Trade question, and, if not, 
they will he damaged by the arguments on 
the other side.” 

Th's is, therefore, an old constitutional 
practice by an old constitutional Party. 
But they do not carry it out well. li 
they wanted to have some guide in the 
art of muzzling, to whom should they 
go more properly than to the President 
of the Board of Agriculture, who knows 
more about the subject than any one 
else? But they ought also to have 
begun earlier. Why did they allow the 
exultant shrieks of the Member 


of the Budget, which gave away the 
whole case ? I observe he has been away ; 


I do not know whether a mole is being | 
examined at Gibraltar, or what other | 
public functions of a useful kind he is | 


performing which unfortunately keep 
him from the House. Then, too, the 
muzzling should have been thorough. 
Would the House believe it—who is the 
person of all persons who has _ been 


for | 
Central Sheffield on the first introduction | 


Board of Agriculture himself. I do not 
know whether hon. Members have 
noticed a very remarkable speech by 
this Cabinet Minister at Norwich on 


| Saturday last, in which he said— 


“To call this tax on our flour a tax on food 


| was preposterous, it would do a great deal to 


bring back the milling industry to this 
country. He confessed that from that 
point of view he would like to see even a 
| higher tax.” 

That is a candid and outspoken 
defence of the tax from the Protee- 
tionists’ point of view. The only marvel 
to me is either why the President of the 
Board of Agriculture did not keep that 
opinion to himself. or why some other 
member of the Government has not 
joined in expressing it. 
| We oppose this tax, first, because we 

believe it to be harsh, cruel, and ill-placed 
in itself, and injurious to the community; 
and also, in the second place, we believe 
it to be contrary to the sound policy of 
Free Trade upon which this country has 
prospered for the last generation and 
more. On the other side the considera- 
tions by which the tax is commended to 
the House appear to me to be these— 
that there is no Protection about it, that 
no one will feel it, and thirdly, and 
rather inconsistently, that the people 
ought to be made to feel it, and that it 
is a slur upon the high character and 
patriotic spirit of the people to suppose 
they will resent the imposition of this 
tax which they will not feel. We object, 
in the words of the Resolution, to any tax 
upon the necessary food of the people, 
and I recall with satisfaction that I was 
at all events rash enough to oppose the 
additional sugar tax last year on this 
very ground. The right hon. Gentleman 
has more than once in a kindly way 
reminded me of the fact that my 
prophecies of a very great advance in 
the price of sugar have not been fulfilled. 
But why have they not been fulfilled! 
Because the price of sugar has naturally 
fallen — [Ministerial laughter. ] — trom 
natural causes, from the nature of the 
beet harvest and other causes—the price 
of sugar has fallen so that the additional 
‘duty imposed by the right hon. 
Gentleman has not been felt. But 
|the people have paid it all the same, 
|and if it had not been imposed they 
| would have had cheaper sugar. It isthe 
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most absurd contention that if you put 
a duty like this on an article of common 
consumption no one pays it. It may be 
smuggled up as you like in the fluctua- 
tions of price, in the accidents of 
harvests, good or bad, and in demand 
and supply—we were told it was alla 
question of demand and supply—but 
neither demand and supply nor any 
other cause can obliterate the element 
of the duty which you have put on. 
You may depend on it that, whether in 
increasing the price, or deteriorating 
the quality, or preventing the reduction 
of the price, the duty put on is paid by 
the consumer. And what we say is 
that this tax is placed on the food of the 
poorest. Such I argued last rear was 
the case with sugar; the tax was a 
heavy burden on what has become a 
necessary food, of the women and 
children especially. But bread is even 
more widely necessary than sugar, and 
there are other things which create a 
difference between them from a fiscal 
point of view, because sugar is not so 
directly open to the possibility of being 
the subject of Protection. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: How about 


tea ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Tea in the same way; but I deny that 
tea is in the same degree necessary to 
life as bread is. I am sure the right 
hon. Gentleman himself eats a great 
deal more bread than he drinks tea. 
We assert that this is a burden which 
will fall upon the poorest in the 
community. A great deal of time has 
been spent on the argument that all 
classes of the community ought to pay 
something. The Secretary to the 
Treasury, in his very comprehensive 


and able speech today, dwelt for a long | 


time on that point. But the argument 
as to equalising taxation so that all 
classes may contribute does not meet our 
point at all. Weare quite willing that 
all classes should pay your taxation. 
But this is a tax which falls with 
peculiar severity upon those of the 
whole population who are least able to 
bear it. 
that all classes should pay their share. 
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Then it is said that those especially who 
applauded the war should help to pay 
for it. To begin with, this is not put 
before us asa war tax; but, passing 
from that, are we sure that those who 
will suffer most from this tax are those 
who have applauded the war. My right 
hon. friend the Member for Montrose last 
year gaid, and I entirely agree with him, 
that the tax-gatherer is the great school- 
master. I quite agree with him in this 
sense, that there is good reason for not 
borrowing everything and for putting 
enough on taxation to bring it home 
to men of all classes what are the real 
meaning and effect of the policy you 
pursue. That is the sense in which my 
right hon. friend spoke. But that is 
a very different thing from putting 
on a punitive tax, as it were, to 
punish particular classes because of the 
course they have taken ; in this case it 
will not apply to the right people. It 
applies especially to the women and 
children, who have had no_ voice 
whatever in the matter. I say that 
these are the poorest among us. ‘Thirty 
per cent. of the population has been 
shown to me in a state hovering on the 
verge of poverty, if not actually plunged 
into it, and it is these people who will 
suffer. Let the House realise for a 
moment what this $d. a loaf means. 
We talk in a light way about $d. a loaf, 
but for an ordinary family that means 
5d. per week, and 5d. a week on what 
we may call a workhouse scale , of 
allowance of bread; 5d. a week sounds 
very little, but 5d. a week means a 
week's wages in the year of an ordinary 
workman, and it means two week’s wages 
in the year in the case of the dwellers in 
Arcady, with whom the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer is acquainted, who have 
always beef as well as bread, and who 
have so much bread, as he told us, that 
they habitually waste ity: = § 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No. That 


was in another part of my speech 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Oh! you did not couple the two 
together. but the same class, these poor 
people verging on the border of 
starvation, wasted it. 
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Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I took the right hon. Gentleman as_ 
having said that. This tax, however, 
is a permanent element in the cost 
of the article. It survives through 
all fluctuations, and therefore on 
that account deserves our considera- 
tion. When it is said by hon. 
Members that this tax is paid by no 
one, I would only express my astonish- 
ment that such a mine is not worked to a 
greater extent, and if this tax can be put 
on without being paid by any one, then 
why do not you increase the tax con- 
siderably, in order to have this great 
advantage ? 


Sir, I have been speaking of the 
objections to the tax on the ground of its 
particular incidence, but now I come to 
the other aspect of it—that it breaks into 
the principle of Free Trade, the established 
fiscal principle of this country. It is 
with regard to this matter that I have 
said there have been academical argu- 
ments which are enough to confuse most 
people, but one thing is practically certain. 
So far as it operates it is Protective. 
Who, therefore, I should like to know, 
really thinks it is the simple and un- 
sophisticated thing it is represented to be 
by those who commend it to our approval ? 
It I wanted anything to prove to me that 
it is not this simple and unsophisticated 
thing I have it in the evening newspapers 
of this day. I find an account of a re- 
markable discussion in the Canadian 
House of Commons last night. The 
Leader of the Canadian Opposition said 
that the Opposition were prepared to 
support a Resolution asserting their belief 
in the advantages of a system of mutual 
trade preference within the limits of the 
Empire. [Ministerial cheers.] Now, not 
in any set speeches, but by the ordinary 
method of expressing opinion and 
sympathy in the House, these gentlemen, 
whose silence I was commenting upon, 
have become vocal. Sir Wilfrid Laurier 
—and there is no man more respected 
and admired in this country—in reply, 
stated his views on the question of | 
Imperial defence. He declined to give | 
any pledge that the Government was | 
going to do anything in that direction. | 
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| The telegram goes on— 


|  Astothe commercial relations, the Premier 
| said that he was going to England to discuss 
| them on the invitation of the Imperial Govern. 
ment, and he could not conceive that Mr. 
Chamberlain would invite the colonial repre. 
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| sentatives to discuss that subject unless the 


British Government had something to propose, 
There was now a duty on wheat and fiour” 
—this duty that we are discussing now— 
“which placed Canada in a position to make 
offers which she could not make in 1897. A 
step hasthus been taken which would make it 
possible to obtain preference for Canadian 
goods.” 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: He is a 
gold medallist of the Cobden Club. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
That is nothing against him. “A step had 
been taken.” This Bill is the step. Sir 
Wilfrid Laurier says he could not con- 
ceive the invitation to a Conference unless 
there was something to propose. Is 
this the beginning of the something? Is 
this the foundation laid for that some 
thing? I have observed that through- 
out these discussions the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies has not been 
prominently present. We are entitled to 
demand to know now, in the clearest 
terms, is this your policy, is this policy 
which the Prime Minister of Canada, in 
the interest of his country, naturally and 
properly foreshadows to be the policy of 
our Government? Are the free ports of 
England to be shut up by preferential 
duties? This would be a tremendous 
departure from the traditional policy of 
this country, and we are not going to 
have it smuggled into existence in the 
form of this innocuous little, impercep- 
tible, intangible duty on corn. This 
aspect of the case gives an importance to 
the subject before us even greater than 
that which it had before. There was 4 
strong case before. Now there is an 
urgent, an imperious, a vehement case. 
I repeat the demand to know whether 
this is the policy which you intend that 
the House of Commons and the country 
should adopt. 


(11.50.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The 
House will be relieved to hear that at ten 
minutes to twelve o'clock, after the long, 





153 


exh 
we 


ject 
not 


the 
hav 
cert 
futi 


hor 
Tre 


spe 


ver 
Ho 
wit 
ear 
thr 
spo 
Gel 
evi 
ma) 
arg 
oth 
or 

sha 
He 
of 

tha 
hac 
the 
int 





152 


remier 
liscuss 
overn- 
t Mr. 
repre- 
‘8 the 
Opose. 
ir ” 

ow— 
make 
i. A 
ake it 
ladian 


is a 


[AN: 
p had 

Sir 
con- 
inleas 
> 
? Is 
some 
ough- 
ry of 
been 
ed to 
sarest 
policy 
da, in 
y and 
cy of 
rts of 
ential 
idous 
ey of 
ig to 
. the 
Tce 
This 
1ce to 
than 
vas & 
is an 
case. 
ether 
that 
intry 


The 
t ten 
long, 





153 Finance 


exhaustive, and interesting debate which | 
we have had for two nights, following 
upon another debate on the same sub- 
ject, which lasted also two nights, I do 
not mean to occupy their time by either 
discussing the fallacies, as I conceive 
them to be, in economic theory which 
have been so freely advanced in 
certain stages of this debate, or re-| 
futing the historic fallacies which have 
been so admirably dealt with by my | 
hon. friend the Secretary for the | 
Treasury in that able and interesting | 
speech with which he delighted the 
House earlier in the afternoon. In the 
very few words that I have to say to the 
House I shall leave on one side the points 
with which I have dealt myself in an 
earlier speech, and which have been fully 
threshed out by hon. Members who have | 
spoken in the debate. The right hon. | 
Gentleman who has just sat down 
evidently takes far more interest in what 
may be described as the Protectionist 
argument which has been used on the 
other side than he does in the sentimental | 
or philanthropic arguments cf which [| 
shall have a word to say before I sit down. 
He touched on those, but the main stress 
of his contention turned upon the idea 
that in proposing this tax the Government 
had, in the cant phrase of the day, inserted 
the thin end of the wedge of Protection 
into our fiscal system. 


The right 





hon. Gentleman has a| 
theologian’s acumen in discovering 
the mere suspicion of heresy. He 
says this is a Protective tax, and I 
was challenged by a colleague of his earlier | 
in the evening to say what was a Pro- 
tective tax. 1 gave an answer across the 
floor of the House, on the spur of the 
moment, on which I really do not think I 
can improve. I said that a Protective tax 
was a tax that protects. What is a tax 
that protects ? A tax that protects is a tax 
which discourages imports and encourages 
home manufactures ; and unless you can 
show that as the result of this tax fewer 
quarters of corn will come in from abroad 
than now and that more quarters of corn 
will be grown in this country than now, 
it is not Protective. This tax may prove 
to be all that hon. Gentlemen opposite 
say. It may prove to be that it will 
starve the widow and the orphan ; but 
whatever else it is, it is not a Protective 
tax, and all these insinuations that are 
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made that we are introducing a funda- 
mental change of our Free Trade system 
are excessively ludicrous, not merely for 
the reasons which 1 have just stated, but 
because this tax was the invention of Free 
traders and was supported by a Free Trade 
Parliament. Further, it was recast by 
one of the greatest Free Trade Ministers 
this country has ever known, and I 
believe that the Corn Law League itself 
dissolved itself in a halo of glory on the 
ground that its work was done. 

What has the right hon. Gentleman to 


say to a simple statement of historical 
fact? He 


has seen a_ statement in 
the evening papers that in the 


Canadian Parliament Sir Wilfrid Laurier, 
the distinguished Prime Minister of 
Canada, has stated that he is going over 
to England—to Britain—on the _in- 
vitation of the British Government in 
order to dsicuss the relations between the 
colonies and the mother country. Well, 
Sir Wilfrid Laurier’s mission to this 
country has absolutely nothing, direct or 
indirect, to do with this tax. This tax 
was put on for fiscal reasons. It was put 
on because in our judgment, and, I 
believe, in the judgment of the great 
majority of this House, it is necessary 
that a greatly increased revenue should 
be raised in the course of the present 
year, and because in our judgment this 
was a tax that was a fair tax, having 
regard to the needs of the country 
and the general incidence of taxation 
on all classes of the community. The 
right hon. Gentleman told us that this 
tax must raise the price of wheat and 
other forms of corn, though I do not 
think that he went the length of another 
right hon. Gentleman, who naively 
sought to prove that not only will the 
tax raise the price of corn practically by 
the amount of ls. which we impose, but 
by the profit of the middleman. The law 
of supply and demand will always raise 
the price, but the law of supply and 
demand will have no effect in keeping | 
down those profits of the middleman, 
and they actually believe that the putting 
on of a duty of 1s. will raise the income of 
every baker and dealer in the country. 
That is really a very foolish doctrine, 
and not quite worthy of the intelligence 
of the Gentleman who advances it. It 
seems to be thought that if fluctuations 
exist those fluctuations are due to the 


| very small duty, and that it will not only 
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increase the price of the commodity, but 
permanently add to the income of all the 
middlemen between the corn-grower in 
the west of America and the bread- 
eater in the towns of this country. 
Does the middleman always gain by the 
rise and never lose by the fall? I do 
not think that arguments of that sort 
ought to be advanced by hon. Gentle- 
men when dealing with the incidence 
of taxation. i 


I have listened with great interest 
and attention to this debate, and 
I have a few suggestions to make 
for the special benefit of those hon. 
Gentleman opposite who have not had 
the advantage of hearing all the speeches. 
I have a few short suggestions to make, 
which, if they are followed, will enable 
them to make excellent speeches against 
this tax when they come to discuss it 
on the platform during the course of 
the Whitsuntide holidays. [An Hon. 
Member: We have already done that. | 
It is on the model of what has been 
done that I am suggesting the instruc- 
tions which I shall read to the House. 
Well, Sir, in the first place, I would 
say that, if you are an Irish Member 
attacking this tax, you ought to say 
that it is not a Protective tax, and 
that if it is not, it is no good to Lreland. 
If, on the other hand, you are an 
English Member, you ought to say it 
is a Protective tax, and, being a Pro- 
tective tax, it is a very bad thing for 
the workers of England. So far, there 
is a slight divergence between the 
opponents of the tax. Now [ come to 
the points upon which they may hap- 
pily agree. I would then advise them 
to look into the old speeches against the 


corn laws as they existed before Sir 
Robert Peel’s reform, choose all the 
most violent adjectives which were 


appropriate to a great tax on corn, 
which brought the price of corn up 
to 80s. a quarter, to borrow all the 
epithets which were used to describe the 
etlect of wheat at SOs. a quarter on the 
prosperity of the working classes, and 
then to transfer all those arguments, ali 
those epithets, unaltered, to a 1s. duty 
on corn. [ do not think that anything 
was said in reference to the state of the 
corn laws before they were abolished | 
which is at all stronger than that which | 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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I have heard said tonight or last night 
against a shilling duty on corn imposed 
by Sir Robert Peel, approved by Mr, 
Gladstone, and never criticised by Mr, 
Cobden. Let them describe how this 
will add to the poverty of the poorest of 
the people. Let them describe how it 
will add to the burden of the widow, how 
it will interfere with the sustenance of 
the orphan. While they may remember 
all these arguments, there are some things 
which it will be desirable for them in 
making these speeches to forget. They 
must forget that after all there were 
philanthropists before they were in exis. 
tence, that Mr. Gladstone was not in. 
different either to the widow or to the 
orphan, that this House of Commons, 
dealing with a condition of things in 
which wages were lower and the price of 
corn higher, in which, I venture to say, 
there were as many persons then as there 
are now interested in the prosperity of 
the working classes, never thought that 
this duty would have that effect, that it 
never occurred to them that they were 
oppressors of the widow, tyrants of the 
orphan, and it was left to their successors 
and to some of their colleagues to make 
the discovery, the financial, fiscal, and 
philanthropic discovery, hidden from the 
unenlightened eyes of Sir Robert Peel, 
Mr. Gladstone, and Mr. Cobden. 


Hon. Gentlemen have told us that this 
is an unjust and oppressive tax. Let 
them remember that every tax in its 
isolation, and considered by itself, is an 
unjust tax. If the whole burden of the 
country was thrown upon the income tax, 
the income tax would be a grossly unfair 
tax. If the whole cost of the Empire 
were to be borne by the death duties, that 
would be grossly unfair. You cannot 
judge a tax by itself. You must judge 
it as part of a very complex and 
elaborate system of taxation. | would 
remind the House that it has been stated 
and not contradicted—for it is incapable 
of contradiction—that if you look at our 
fiscal system as a whole at the present 
time, and compare it with what it was 
when this tax was first imposed, and 
afterwards reconstructed by Sir Robert 
Peel and Mr. Gladstone, you will see 
that the burden of direct taxation upon 
the rich bears a far greater proportion to 
the whole burden of taxation now, than 
it did in those days. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
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Not in Ireland.] I am not dealing with 


that portion of the United Kingdom 
separately, but I am taking the United 
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Kingdom asa whole. The general system | 
of taxation, including this tax, is incom- | 


parably more favourable to the working 


classes of this country—to the poor, to | 


the widow, and to the orphan—now, than 
at the time when this tax was first im- 
posed. 

phrases from 


Some dropped 
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hands of the masses of the population, 
and who at the same time say that the 
masses of the population are to throw the 
whole burden of fiscal responsibility upon 
small minorities who, electorally speak- 
ing, have very little chance of making 
their voices heard. All that we, on this 
side of the House, desire is that the 


general system of taxation shall be a fair 
system, that the burden shall be distri- 


this | 


side of the House have been interpreted | 


by hon. Gentlemen opposite to mean that 
in our view this tax is to be regarded 
as a penal tax—a kind of punishment 
for those who voted for the war, and 
support the general policy of the Govern- 
ment. I need not say that this is not 
the view which any one on this side of 
the House entertains. There is no 
question of penal taxation. I suppose 
that such instruments of fiscal oppression 
have been known in the past; but no 
Chancellor of the Exchequer is likely to 
propose them in the future. Our view 
is simply this. We think that, especially 


under modern conditions of political 
power, the whole of the country—-em- 
bracing in that word every class in 
the country is responsible for the 


action of the Government supported 
by the majority of the country. The 
country may be wrong, and the Gov- 
ernment may be wrong. The country 
may ultimately repent of the course 
which they have pursued, and turn out 
the Government. But the only system 
on which we can safely go, now that the 
working classes have the political power 
in their hands, is that we all form elements 
in one great community, and that each 
must bear its fair share of the whole 
charge. We repudiate absolutely, not 
merely in the name of the _ present 
holders of power, but in the name of all 
sound finance and politics, the idea which 
has been in its naked enormity announced 
by more than one speaker — that you 
ought not to impose taxes which are 
really universal in their embrace, and to 
which every class and member of the 
community contributes. I say that you 
ought to touch every class and member 
of the community, and there seems to 
me the inconsistency among 
those political theorists, calling them- 
selves democrats, who claim that the 
whole power is to be thrown into the 


grossest 


buted over the whole community. — If 
there be anybody who takes a different 
view, if there be those who think that the 
cost of a great war, the cost of a great 
Empire, is to be borne, not by the com- 


-munity at large, but by a small and 


wealthy section of the community, all I 
can say is they differ substantially from 
us, who say—Let the system of taxation 
be fair, let none escape from it, and we, 
at all events, will be content. 

I do that | 


not know need 


say 
more in defence of this tax. We 
have been told that it is a mean 
tax and that we lack courage in pro- 


posing it. To my thinking, no course 
would be so mean, no course so cowardly, 
no course so utterly unworthy of those 
who conceive that they have behind them 
the confidence of the people, as that in 
carrying out the policy that the people 
have approved —|“ No.” |—that in carrying 
out the policy we think the people have 
approved—they should endeavour to do 
it at the cost, not of those whose mandate 
we believe we bear, but at the cost of a 
small and comparatively helpless minority 

|“ Oh, oh !”|—in the country whose in- 
terests ought to be as dear to this House 
as those of any other class who are under 
our control. This tax has the great merit, 
as we think, of not interfering with trade— 
{*Oh, oh!” |—not interfering with trade, 
of not being difficult to collect, or not 
losing or wasting any important portion 
of the amount derived from the people on 
its way to the Exchequer; and while it 
has these great advantages it raises the 
large sum of £2,500,000 for the Ex- 
chequer, and we do not believe in its 
incidence it bears with undue severity on 
any portion of the population of this 
kingdom. 


(12.13.) Question put, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


Question. 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 296 ; Noes, 188. Division List No. 169. 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. M‘Arthur and Mr. 
Causton. 


Main Question again proposed. 


(12.29.) Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (York- 
shire, W. R., Barnsley): I beg to move the 
adjournment of the debate. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Debate be now adjourned.” 
—(M. Joseph Walton.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I recognise 
that it is impossible to try to force the 
House to come to a decision this evening 
on the Second Reading of the Bill; but 
it will be greatly to the convenience of 
the House if it is understood that the 
debate shall be a limited one and that 
the Government will get the Loan Bill 
tomorrow by half past seven o’clock. 
{No.”] The time after nine o'clock 
will be occupied with a very important 
discussion, and the evening will not be 
available for discussion of financial 
business for which we are responsible ; 





and therefore I do not see how we can 
avoid coming back on Thursday in next 
week for the consideration of Supply. 
Unless this arrangement is come to the 
House cannot avoid reassembling on 
Thursday of next week for a Supply day, 
and taking Friday for Government 
business. Perhaps the five hours avail- 
able tomorrow may be sufficient to take 
the Second Reading of this Bill and the 


Loan Bill also. [‘ No.’’] 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
I am aware that several of my hon. 
friends desire to discuss the general 
financial position of \the year on the 
Motion for the Second Reading of the 
Finance Bill. As for the Loan Bill, there 
is no urgent necessity for its being taken 
before Whitsuntide. I think, therefore, 
that if the right hon. Gentleman gets the 
Second Reading of the Finance Bill 
tomorrow he may be content. I desire 
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to use this opportunity to strongly resent 
the tendency which the right hon. 
Gentleman displays of threatening on 
the approach of the holidays to curtail 
them unless he gets a certain amount of 
business done. I do not think it is 
quite respectful to the House to say to 
us, in effect, that if we are good boys 
and do what we are told we shall get an 
extra day’s holiday. That is not the way 
in which the House of Commons ought 
to be treated. I should have thought 
that the right hon. Gentleman would 
have been content to take Thursday for 
Supply and let the Loan Bill stand over, 
soas to allow the House to have a 
week’s holiday in order to return in a 
good humoured frame of mind on 
Monday week. 


*Sin M. HICKS BEACH: As to what 
the right hon. Gentleman has said about 
the Loan Bill, it has been the regular 


practice of Parliament to proceed with a 


Loan Bill as rapidly as possible after the 
introduction of the Resolution with regard 
We have postponed this Bill to a 
It is absolutely 


to it. 
later date than 
necessary that the Bill should become 
law before the Ist of July, and I think 
if hon. 


usual. 


Gentlemen will 


business we will have to transact between | 


now and that date they will see that the 
time at the disposal of the Government is 
not very long. We will have to deal 
with the Committee on the Finance Bill, 
which, after what we have seen, 


is not likely to be a short matter, | 
and there are also other matters; but | 


Loan Bill is 

I think the right hon. Gentle- 
man has entirely misapprehended the 
action of my right hon. friend. Our 
business is to do the business of the 


the 


sity. 
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a pressing neces- | 
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country, and if we cannot do the business 
of the country without trenching on our 
holidays then we must trench on them. 
The choice is with the House itself. The 
holidays will have to be curtailed if 
business cannot be transacted in any 
other way. 


Strr WILLIAM HARCOURT: I 
cannot understand why the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer has said that the Loan 
Bill is a pressing necessity. The impor- 
tant part of the Bill is the loan, and the 
right hon. Gentleman has got the money. 
The discussion and examination of the 
subject of the loan is an important matter, 
and ought to be, not at length, but sub- 
stantially, discussed. All the Government 
need do after the holidays is to place at 
the disposal of the House a day for the 
Loan Bill, instead of putting down the 
The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has got his 


Rules or even the Education Bill. 


money easily, and I think he ought to be 
satisfied with that, and that he might 
meet the views of everybody, and do the 
business of the country, and yet not 
insist in squeezing into one morning 
sitting the discussion of the Finance Bill 
and the Loan Bill. 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
it is worth while that we should continue 
I have explained the 
position of the Government, and I assent 


this discussion. 


| to the Motion. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Do I 
understand that the right hon. Gentleman 
will bring the House back on Thursday 
week as we all wish ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, 
unless we are more fortunate than I am 





167 Adjournment of 


afraid we will be after what has occurred, 
I shall be under the painful necessity of 
bringing the House back on the Thursday 
after Whitsuntide. Supply will be taken | 
on that day, and on Friday the considera- 

tion of the Rules will probably be | 


| 
| 
| 


resumed. 
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Bill read a second time, and committed 
for Monday 26th May. 


COMMONS. 
Ordered, That a Select Committee be 


appointed to consider every Report made 


_by the Board of Agriculture certifying 


Question put and agreed to. 


the expediency of any Provisional Order 


| for the enclosure or regulation of a com- 


| mon, and presented to the House during 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


| the last or present sessions, before a Bill 


| be brought in for the confirmation of 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(LICENCES) (IRELAND) BILL. 
Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham) : I object. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin, N.) said he 
wished to point out to the hon. Member 
that the Bill was an agreed measure. 
The Government was not opposed to it, 
and the Chief Secretary had stated that 
he would not object to the Second 
Reading. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that he had | 


asked the Chief Secretary, in view of 
the scandals which had arisen in Ireland, 
whether the Government would support 
one of the Bills before the House restrict- 
ing the granting of new licences, and 
the Chief Secretary replied that he 
thought this Bill would meet the situa- 
tion, and that the Government would 
support it. 
difference in any part of [reland on the 
subject, and he hoped his hon. friend 
would not persist in his opposition. 


There was no particle of 


Question put, and agreed to. 


| such Order. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Committee that they have power, in 
respect of each such Provisional Order 
to inquire and report to the House 


| whether the same should be confirmed 
' by Parliament ; and, if so, whether with 


or without modification, and in the 
event of their being of opinion that the 
same should not be confirmed, except 
subject to modifications, to report such 
modifications accordingly with a view to 
such Provisional Order being remitted 


to the Board of Agriculture. 


Ordered, That the Committee do con- 
sist of twelve members ; seven to be 
nominated by the House, and five by 
the Committee of Selection. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 


records. 


Ordered, That five be the quorum.— 
(Sir William Walrond.) 
| Adjourned at a quarter before 
One o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 14th May, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


GARSTON AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
AND ELECTRIC oo (TRANSFER) 
ILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 
BUXTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL [Lorps]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 





| 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. | 


Read the third time, and passed. 


rn by the Member. 


AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 1). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
~ Orders by the Board of Trade under the 
= General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, 

* relating to Drogheda, Wexford, and 
‘ Wicklow, ordered to be brought in by 
?Mr Gerald Balfour and Mr. Austen 
r Chamberlain. 


PIER 


: PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
! ORDERS (No. 2). 

: Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
: Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
: the General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, 
‘relating to Brownies Taing and St. 
; Margaret’s Hope, ordered to be brought 
. in by Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr. 

* Austen Chamberlain. 


. LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

W ORDERS (No. 14). 

: Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
: relating to the Burley-in-Wharfedale and 
* Menston, the Hanley, Stoke, and Fenton, 

the North Staffordshire, the Tunbridge | 
Wells, Tonbridge, and Southborough, | 
and the Waltham United Districts, 

ordered to be brought in by Mr. Grant 
Lawson and Mr. W alter Long. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, 
relating to Drogheda, W exford, and 
Wicklow,” presented, and read the first | 
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time ; to be referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 208.] 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, 
relating to Brownies Taing and St. 
Margaret’s Hope,” presented, and read 
the first time; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 209.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 

‘To confirm certain Provisional Orde:s 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to the Burley-in- Wharfedale and Menston, 
the Hanley, Stoke, and Fenton, the 
North Staffordshire, the Tunbridge Wells, 
Tonbridge, and Southborough, and the 
Waltham United Districts,” presented, 
and read the first time ; to be referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 210.] 


DEAL AND WALMER GAS BILL [Lorps]. 


Reported, without Amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Bill to be read the third time. 
PETITIONS. 
CLUBS REGISTRATION (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILE. 


Petitions against : From Heyworth; 
Worsley ; Sunderland ; and Ashby; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND!WALIS) 
BILL. 


Petitions for alteration: from Whitby 
and Leeds; to lie upon the Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) BILL. } 


Petition from Glasgow, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


INFANT LIFE PROTECTION ACT (1897) 3} 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


Petition from Bristol, in fayour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
G 








Returns, 


LICENSING BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Hay; 
Pendlebury ; and Urmston; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
*LAND) BILL. 


Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 


Petitions against: From East Grafton 
and Clapham ; to lie upon the Table. 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 


Petition from Poplar, against; to lie 


upon the Table. 
ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
IRELAND. 


Petition from Montrose, against estab- 
lishment ; to lie upon the Table. 


fSALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Eastbourne 
and Duns ; to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


TRADE DISPUTES BILL. 
Petition from London, against; to lie 
upon the Table. 
VACCINATION BILL. 


Petition from Crook, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND AND 
WALES). 


Copy presented, of Judicial Statistics 
for England and Wales, 1900, Part II. 
(Civil Judicial Statistics), edited by John 
_Macdonell, Esq., C©.B., Master of the 
Supreme Court [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
NORTHAMPTON). 


Copy presented, of Order made by the Portrait Gallery, 1901-2 [by Command]; Seer 


County Council of the County of 
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| Northampton, altering certain Polling 
Districts in the Southern Parliamentary 
| Division [by Act], tolie upon the Table. 


| FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTs, 
| (FIVE HOURS SPELL IN HOSIERY 
FACTORIES.) 

Copy presented, of Order, dated 12th 
May, 1902, made by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department in pur. 
suance of Section 39 of the Factory and 
Workshop Act, 1901, extending to 
Hosiery Factories the exception by 
which a woman, young person, or child 
may be employed continuously for fiye 
hours, and also directing that in the 
case of Hosiery Factories the exception 
shall not be limited to certain months 
of the year [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 

PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND 
TRADE MARKS. 

Copy presented, of Nineteenth Report 
of the Comptroller General of Patents, 
Designs, and Trade Marks, with Appen- 
dices, for the year 1901 [by Act]; to lie 
re] the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
178. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy presented, of Model Course of 
Physical Training for use in the upper 
Departments of Public Elementary 

|Schools, 1901 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 

| 

| TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 

| Copy presented, of Minute sanctioning 

the Subjects to be taught under Clause 8 

of the Act, for the County of Buckingham 

((Ninth Minute) [by Act]; to lie upon 

| the Table. 

| TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 
Copy presented, of Minute sanctioning 

the Subjects to be taught under Clause 

|8 of the Act, for the County of Dorset 

(Fourth Minute) [by Act]; to lie upon 

| the Table. 

| NATIONAL PORTRAIT GALLERY. 

| 


| Copy presented, of Forty-fifth Annual 
Report of the Trustees of the National 


to lie upon the Table. 
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CABLE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Copy presented, of Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Inter-Departmental 
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Committee on Cable Communications | 


(by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2,790 to 2,794 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EMIGRATION AND IMMIGRATION. 


Copy ordered, “of Statistical Tables 
rating to Emigration and Immigration 
from and into the United Kingdom in 
the year 1901 and Report to the Board 
of Trade thereon.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 

QUESTIONS & 
(IRCULATED WITH THE 


ANSWERS 
VOTES. 


Board of Education—Senior Assistant 

erks. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether he is aware that there 
are in the Education Department certain 
gnior assistant clerks (Abstractor 
(lass) who are checking the work of 
assistant clerks recently promoted from 
the position of temporary clerical 
assistants, whose increment, in con- 
sequence of their being in receipt of less 
than £120, is only £2 10s., or just half 
that of the men whose work they check ; 
ani whether he is prepared to remove 
this inequality by increasing the 
increment of the senior assistant clerks 
tothe same sum (£5) as that received 
bypromoted temporary clericalassistants. 


(Answer.) My attention has more 
than once been called to the differences 
in the scales of remuneration of the ol 
and new classes of assistant clerks, but, 
after careful consideration, I have come 
to the conclusion that there is no reason 
ior making any further change in the 
sale of the former class. The distribu- 
tion of work within the Education 
Department is, of course, a matter over 
which I have no control.—( Treasury.) 


Limerick and Kerry Mails. 
Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): To ask the 
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‘can state in what condition is the 
‘existing contract, if any, for the 
carrying of His Majesty’s mails from 
Limerick Junction through the districts 
of Limerick and County Kerry; and 
whether it is the intention of the 


Questions. 


Government to carry the mails by car 
instead of by rail as heretofore. 


been 
between 


The 


(Answer.) No alteration has 
made in the mail service 
Limerick Junction and Limerick. 
contract for the mail service on the 
Kerry line has been terminated by 
notice from the railway company, who 
have demanded sucha large increase 
for the maintenance of the present trains 
that the Postmaster General had no 
alternative but to acquiesce in the 
modifications of the service which have 
been arranged by the company. This 
will necessitate the conveyance of the 
mails in certain cases by car instead of 
by railway.—(Post Office.) 


Caithness Medical Officer. 

Mr, WEIR(Ross and Cromarty) : Toask 
the Lord Advocate whether the recently- 
appointed medical officer of health for 
the county of Caithness isthe holder of 
a diploma in sanitary science, publio 
health, or state medicine under Sect: »: 
21 of the,Medical Act, 1886. 


(Answer.) I am informed by the 
Local Government Board that Dr. Dick 
is registered under Section 21 of the 
Medical Act, 1886, as holder of the 
Edinburgh University diploma of B.Sc. 
(Public Health).—(Scoftish Office.) 


Interments in Crofting Counties—Death 
ertificates. 
Mr. Lord 


WEIR: To ask the 
Advocate if he will state the number 
of interments which took place in 
each of the six crofting counties last 
year without the production of a medical 
certificate oi death. 


(Answer.) On the 26th April, 1901, 
in reply toa similar Question, I pointed 
out to the hon. Member that a medical 
| certificate of death is not a necessary 
‘condition of burial in any part of 
'Scotland. There is no information in 
' the Registrar’s Office as to the number 


Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- of interments without the production of 


ing the Postmaster General, whether he 


_a medical certificate.—(Scottish Office.) 
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Stockholm Sea Fisheries Conference— | 
Report. 
Sir JOHN TUKE (Edinburgh and | 


St. Andrews’ Universities): To ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he will 
British delegates sent to the Stockholm 
and Christiania Conference on North 
Sea Fishery Investigations, and the 
correspondence bearing on these Reports 
between His Majesty’s Government and 
the various Continental Governments 
concerned ; if he can state the cost of 
the investigations which are to be under- 
taken, and the proportion which will be 
borne by the several Governments. 


(Answer.) I will consider whether any 
of the Reports referred to can properly 
be published, and I will communicate 
with the hon. Member on the subject. 
The amount proposed to be expended in 
three years by Great Britain on fishery 
investigations, including the share of 
the cost of the central bureau, is 
£42,000, but I have no information as 
to the amount proposed to be expended 
by other countries.—(Board of Trade.) 


Light Railways Bill, 

Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek) : To ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether it is his intention to introduce a 
Light Railways Bill during the present 
session ; and, if so, when. 


(Answer.) A Bill is in draft, but I am 
not yet in a position to say whether it 
will be possible to introduce it this 
session.—(Loard of Trade.) 





Convict Prisons—Civil and Military 
Prisoners. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether there is any distinction 
in the treatment in convict and local 
prisons between soldiers sentenced to 
penal servitude for military offences and 
criminals sentenced by a civil court for 
the worst offences. 


(Answer.) The rules for carrying out 
sentences of penal servitude do not 
differentiate between different classes of 
convicts except in so far as a convict may 
be placed in the star class.—(Home Office.) 
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Questions. 


India—Government Purchases of Silver. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To. 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether, seeing that during the past 
financial year an unusual amount of 
silver was purchased by the Indian 
Government, whether he can state the 
exact sum so purchased ; and, having 
regard to the fact that during the present 
financial year no silver was bought, 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of adopting a policy which will prevent 
any disturbance of the world’s silver 
market and the exchange currency of 
Asia. 


(Answer.) 1. The amount paid for the 
purchase of silver during the past financial 
year was £2,885 ; but the hon. Member’s 
Question is probably intended to refer to 
the year 1900-1, when silver was bought 
in England for the Government of India 
to the value of £5,649,924, besides about 
£400,000 bought in India. 2. The 
Government cannot undertake to buy 
silver for the coinage of rupees except 
when there is reason to believe that such 
coinage will soon be needed in India. — 
(India Office.) 


Lucknow Military Hospital—Special 
Wards. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India, in view of the fact that 
the hospital for the native troops at 
Lucknow is unprovided with a ward or 
room of any kind for serious ophthalmic 
or other cases of a special character, 
will he take such steps as may be 
necessary to ensure the provision of 
suitable accommodation for such cases. 





(Answer.) I have no special infor- 
mation as to the details of the accommo- 
dation provided at this hospital, but | 
am confident that the matter may safely 
be left to the discretion of the Govern- 
ment of India, who, aided by their pro- 
fessional advisers, are always anxious to 
make the best arrangements that «re 
practicable for the treatment of soldiers 
who are on the sick list or in hospital.— 
(India Office.) 


Darjeeling Municipal Council—Exclusion 
of Reporters. 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he is aware 
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177 Questions. 
that reporters are excluded from all 
meetings of the Darjeeling Municipal 
Council unless they are ratepayers ; and 
will he cause inquiry to be made into 
the matter. 


(Answer.) I have no‘special infor- 
mation on the subject to which the hon. 
Member refers; but the law requires 
that the minute book of the Municipal 
Council shall be open to the inspection of 
ratepayers. I have no doubt but that 
this provision is complied with, and I do 
not propose to interfere with the dis- 
cretion of the local Government as 


regards the class of reporters to be} 


admitted.—(India Office.) 


Diplomatic Service—Appointments. 

Mr. MURRAY (Coventry): To ask 
the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether his attention 
has been called to recent appointments 
to missions abroad of persons not 
belonging to the regular diplomatic 
service; whether, with the view of pre- 
venting discouragement to men who 
have little interest, but who have given 
good service in distant quarters of the 
world, and stagnation in the ranks, he 
will, in the event of any immediate 
vacuncy occurring at a secondary 
European post, give an assurance that 
the claims of members of the diplomatic 
service will be kept in view. 


(Answer.) The claims of members of 
the diplomatic service are always con 
sidered when selections are made for 
appointment to missions abroad, but in 
the exercise of the discretion which is 
reserved to him under the regulations 
for the diplomatic service, the Secretary 
of State cannot agree to any limitation 
which might prevent him from making 
such recommendations us may seem to 
him best for the public interest.— 
(Foreign Office.) 


Education Code—Omission of 
Schedule VII. 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade): To ask the Vice- 


President of the Committee of Council | 


on Education whether he will explain 
why Schedule VII. (Rules for Building), 
in the table of contents of the Code 
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is stated to be found on page 56, has 
been omitted; and if such omission is 
accidental, or has been decided upon by 
the Education Office. 


(Answer.) I answered this Question on 


8th May last as follows :—‘ It was con- 


sidered by the Board of Education that 
building regulations did not properly 
form part of the Code, and such regu- 
lations will be issued shortly as a separate 
Paper.” —( Board of Education.) 


Tetbury Union Workhouse. 

Lord EDMOND FITZMAURICE: 
To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board if he is aware that 
it is proposed to build a new workhouse 
for the Tetbury Union; and if he will 
consider the desirability of incorporating 
the Wiltshire parishes of the union with 
the Malmesbury Union in that county, 
and of Gloucestershire parishes with 
other Gloucestershire unions, so as to 
avoid the expense of building a new 
workhouse; and if he will state the 
average number of indoor poor in the 
Tetbury Union during the past three 
vears; ,the present rateable value, and 
the population by the census of 1901; 
and the estimated cost of the new work- 
house. 


(Answer.) For many years the work- 
house of the Tetbury Union has been 
unsatisfactory, and the guardians have 
from time to time had before them the 
question of building a new one. On 
the 6th March last the Local Government 
Board wrote to the guardians, referring 
to objections to the present building, 
particularly as regards the risk from 
fire, and urged them again to consider 
seriously the whole subject. No com- 
munication has since been received from 
the guardians. | should be willing to 
consider any application which might 
be made with regard to the dissolution 
of the union, but | am informed that 
the guardians are opposed to any such 
proposal. During the past three years 
the mean number of indoor paupers, 
including vagrants, was forty - seven, 
forty-three, and forty-seven respectively. 


|The rateable value of the union at Lady 
| Day, 1901, was £34,117, and the popu- 


of Regulations for day schools, which | lation, according to the last census, 
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6,146. I am not in a position to say 
what would be the cost of building a 
new workhouse, but I am _ informed 


that it has been estimated at £15,000. 
(Local Government Board.) 


Questions. 





Irish Land Commission—Enniskillen 

nion Cases. 

Mr. M‘GOVERN (Cavan, W.): To 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland, 
having regard to the fact that a portion 
of the Enniskillen Union is in the county 


of Cavan, and that it would be a conveni- | 


ence for the tenants who have land cases 
for hearing before the Chief Commission 
if cases from Enniskillen Union were put 
in the County Fermanagh list for hearing 
at Enniskillen instead of at Cavan, whether 
he will communicate with the Irish Land 
Commission with the view of having the 
hearing of these cases so arranged. 


(Answer.) Seven cases from the County 
Cavan portion of the Enniskillen Union 
will be heard at Cavan on the 17th of 
June. It is usual for cases of holdings 
situated in the county of Cavan to be 
heard at Cavan; but if the parties desire 
that these cases should be held over until 
the next sitting of the Land Commission 
for the hearing of appeals at Enniskillen, 


they should make such application as | 


they may be advised to the Court, and 
the Court will decide the matter according 
to what they consider to be the most 
convenient course.—(Jrish Office.) 





Army Contracts in Bermuda—American 
Flour. 


GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 


(Haverfordwest): To ask the Secretary of | 


State for War whether the specification, in 
the Army contracts for Bermuda,that bread 


shall be made of the best American white 


flour implies that it shall be of flour pro- 
duced in the United States of America 
only, or whether flour produced in British 
America would be accepted ; and, if British 


American (Canadian) flour is not admis- | 


sible, will he state by whose orders a 
discrimination was made in the Army 
contracts against the products of the 
British dominions and in favour of foreign 


products. 


(Answer.) The existing contract is for 


flour produced in the United States; the | 


contract was made with the approval of 
the War Office. The House has been 
already informed that for future contracts 
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| the question of widening the specification 


\for bread is under consideration. [| 
_may add that Canadian flour is dearer 
| than that from the United States.—(War 


| Office.) 


Volunteers at the Coronation. 

CoLtonEL LUCAS (Suffolk, Lowes. 
toit): To ask the Secretary of State for 
‘War whether, in addition to the twenty- 
five officers and men from each Volunteer 
battalion that will be present at the 
Coronation procession on the 27th June, 
he will arrange that a certain proportion 
of Volunteers from each corps who 
served in South Africa should also be 
present. 


(Answer.) There is no space available 
|for any more men, but there seems no 
reason to suppose that commanding 
officers of Volunteer corps will fail to 
secure the attendance of men who served 
‘in South Africa.—(WVar Office.) j 


Education in Bedford—Harper’s Charity. 

Mr. PYM (Bedford): To ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether that 
part of the income of the endowment 
known as Harper’s Charity which at 
present is expended upon public ele- 
mentary schools in Bedford, can, under 
the Education Bill, be hereafter similarly 
applied. 


( Answer.) in the 


The answer is 
affirmative.—(7reasury.) 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South Africa Company—Mr. Beit's 
Appointment as Director. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he is aware that 
Herr Beit, one of the original petitioners 
for the charter of the South Africa 
Committee who helped with monetary 
aid the Rhodes-Jameson plot against the 
Transvaal, and who was declared by the 
Report of the South Africa Committee 
to have been generally conversant with 
the objects and proceedings of Mr. Rhodes 
in the series of circumstances whichled to 
‘the Jameson Raid, has been re-appointed 
|to the position of director of the South 
| Africa Company ; will he state what 
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tered Company, or any representative 
of that Company, and the Colonial Office 
with reference to the re-appointment of 


Herr Beit on the Board of that Company ; 
and had that appointment the sanction of | 


the Colonial Office ; and, if so, on what 
grounds was that sanction based. 
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takes place, will be made by the exercise 
of the Crown prerogative, and not by Act 
of Parliament ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Certainly 
not by Act of Parliament. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT: Is the right hon. 


Gentleman aware that so far back as 


Questions. 


Tut SECRETARY or STATE ror | !883—— 


tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, | 
Birmingham, W.): I have no informa- | 
tion as to the alleged re-appointment of | 
Mr. Beit as a director of the British | 
South Africa Company. The appoint 
ment of directors of the British South 
Africa Company is not subject to my 
approval, unless they are not British 
subjects. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is Mr. 
Beit a British subject 4 


[No answer was returned. } 





Extension of Natal Boundaries. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether certain portions of the 
Transvaal, including the districts of 
Utrecht, Vryheid, and part of Wakker- 
stroom, have been taken away from its 
territory and added to that of Natal; 
and, if so, by what authority this has 
been done ; and whether the fact of this 
alteration of boundaries has been com- 
municated to the Boer leader and forms 


| 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is not the Question on the Paper. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT: I will put another 


Question later. 


Mrs. Steyn. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he is aware that Mrs. 
Steyn, the wife of President Steyn, of 
the Orange Free State, after her capture 
by the British forces, was taken to Bloem- 
fontein ; and detained as a prisoner of 
war; whether this lady is still detained 
as a prisoner of war ; and, if so, will he 
say on what grounds her detention is 
based. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I have no information in regard to 
this lady. 


Mrs. Christian De Wet. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 


part of the terms to which they are called | ask the Secretary of State for . War 
upon to submit; and what opportunity | whether he is aware that Mrs. Christian 


will be given to Parliament to discuss the 
Matter. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The pro- 
posed transfer has not yet been carried 
out, but the necessary legal steps for 
authorising it are being taken. No 
special communication has been made to 
the Boer leaders on the subject, but the 
matter is now one of common knowledge 
throughout South Africa. The First Lord 


of the Treasury has already stated that | 


it is not proposed to ask the House of 
Commons to come toa formal decision on 
the subject, but there will be the usual 
opportunities for discussion upon the 
Colonial Office Vote. 


Mr.C. P.SCOTT: DoI understand that 
the alteration of boundaries, whenever it 


| De Wet, the wife of the Boer General, 
| was on the 30th March last still detained 
‘in the concentration camp at Pieter- 
| maritzburg, and prohibited from leaving 
‘that camp ; and whether, having regard 
to the state of this lady’s health and 
increasing physical weakness, the War 
Office has any, and, if so, what explana- 
tion to give for the treatment to which 


she has been subjected. 


| 





Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg also 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether Mrs. De Wet is still detained 
in the concentration camp at Pieter- 
maritzburg, and, if so, will he explain 
why she is not set at liberty, and on 
what grounds there was any interfer- 
ence with the liberty of Mrs. De Wet ; 
whether he has sent any answer to the 
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letter received by him from Mrs. De 
Wet last month, and, if he has done so, 
will he say to what effect. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I know nothing of 
Mrs. De Wet’s detention. As I stated 
to the House in February, Mrs. De Wet 
can go to Holland or any place out of 
South Africa she prefers. I have re- 
ceived no letter from Mrs. De Wet. 


























Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether he 


time when the persecution of women 
will cease ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT: Has Mrs. De Wet 
been informed that she may leave South 
Africa ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have not the 
slightest doubt about it. I think the 
telegram from Lord Kitchener stated 
that she had been informed that she 
could go where she pleased. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT: Perhaps the right 
hon. Gentleman will see that she is so 
informed. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir; I think 
an exaggerated importance has _ been 
attached to Mrs. De Wet’s position. 


Mr. Cartwright. 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War at what decision the 
Government have arrived as to the 
detention of Mr. Cartwright in Cape 
Town. 


Mr. ‘BRODRICK: The last informa- 
tion I have as to Mr. Cartwright is dated 
6th May, when Lord Kitchener tele- 
graphed that he wishes to remain at 
Cape Town pending further communica- 
tions from England. 






















Mr. C. P. SCOTT: Is Mr. Cartwright 
at liberty to communicate with this 
country ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have no reason 
to suppose that Mr. Cartwright is pro- 
hibited in any way from communicating. 
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/unless there is some objection on the 
part of Lord Kitchener, they do not 


can give us some approximation of the | 
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Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Wiil the right | 
hon. Gentleman say whether Mr, Cart. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I gather from the 
telegram that Mr. ( artwr ght has elected 
for the present to remain at Cape Town. 
So far as the Government are concerned, 


object. 





Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Then he is not 
free % 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have read the 
telegram, which says he has elected to 
remain in Cape Town pending communi- 
cations from this country. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: That is no 


answer at all. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he has ascertained 
if Mr. Cartwright was refused permission 
to leave Cape Colony for England by the 
order of Lord Kitchener ; or, if not, by 
whose authority was he thus prevented 
from making his contemplated journey. 


Mr. BROPRICK: The reply is in the 
affirmative. 


Treatment of Military Prisoners. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether soldiers sentenced for 
military offences to a term of imprison- 
ment and to be discharged the Army are 
committed to civil prisons in which the 
worst of civil criminals are undergoing 


conferred upon him under the Army Act, 
he will direct that all soldiers sentenced 
to imprisonment for military offences shall 
be sent to military prisons ; and, if not, 
will he explain why this course should not 
be taken. 





Mr. BRODRICK: The reply to the 
first part of the Question is in the affirma- 
tive. As regards the rest of the Question, 
there is every intention of sending mili- 
when sufficient accommodation in the 
latter is available. 
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Imperial Yeo and Subscription 
“ Balls. 


CoLoNEL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- 
over Square): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he is aware 
that a ball is to be held on the 16th May 
in aid of the funds of the 2nd County of 
London Imperial Yeomanry, for which 
tickets are being sold by the Adjutant 
and at the theatre ticket offices ; whether 
the sanction of the general officer com- 
manding has been obtained ; whether the 
sum of £585,000, provided for the Impe- 
rial Yeomanry in the Army Estimates for 
1902-3 has been found to be insufficient ; 
and whether this method of raising addi- 
tional money meets with the sanction of 
the War Office. 


Mr. BRODRICK : A ball was arranged, 
but it will not take place. There is no 
Regulation to prevent a Yeomanry Regi- 
ment from giving a subscription ball, and 
the Commander-in-Chief has no objection 
to the ball in question. The Regulations 
recognise the private funds of Yeomanry 
cegiments. 


War Department Employees and the 
Coronation. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether all the workmen employed 
under his Department will be paid their 
wages for the two days holiday at the 
Coronation; and whether he can do 
anything to induce the contractors 
employed by the War Office to observe 
the same rule. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Workmen in 
establishments under the War Depart- 
ment willreceive wages for the two days 
holiday at the Coronation. The War 
Department exercises no control over 
workmen employed by contractors, and 
it is a matter for their employers to 
decide whether they will pay wages, as 
suggested, for the two days. They have 
full notice that the Government Estab- 
lishments will be closed on those days 


Admiralty Transport Agreements. 

Mr. CHARLES M’ ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether he 
is aware that the Admiralty from time to 
time renew the charter or employment 
for South African transport purposes of 
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tonnage,which, though nominally British, 
is American-owned, in preference to 
British-owned tonnage, and also take up 
fresh foreign tonnage in preference to 
British tonnage; and will the Admiralty 
consider the advisability of reversing 
this procedure, and, other things being 
equal, of giving the preference to British- 
owned tonnage. 


Tue SECRETARY to Tue ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): Under the Transport Regulations 
no ship is engaged for any purpose which 
does not sail under the British flag. All 
vessels sailing under the British flag are 
legally British ships, and it is difficult 
and in many cases impracticable for the 
Transport Department of the Admiralty 
to make full inquiries into the actual 
ownership of any particular ship or ships. 
At the same time I am inclined to agree 
with the hon. Member that it is desirable, 
wherever possible, togive a preference to 
British-owned tonnage for the perform- 
ance of national services. The Trans- 
port Department is alive to the point, 
and will, I trust, be able to give greater 
effect in the future to the principle to 
which I have referred. 


Admiralty Workmen and the Coronation 
Holiday. 


Mr. LOUGH: [ beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether all 
workmen employed under his Department 
will be paid their wages for the two days 
holiday at the Coronation; and whether 
he can do anything to induce the con 
tractors employed by the Admiralty to 
observe the same rule. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: As _ pre- 
viously stated, workmen in establishments 
under the Admiralty will receive wages 
for the two days holiday at the Corona- 
tion. The Admiralty exercises no control 
over workmen employed by contractors, 
and it is a matter for their employers to 
decide whether they will pay wages, as 
suggested, for the twodays. They have 
full notice that the Government Estab- 
lishments will be closed on those days. 


New Hebrides—Naval Commission. 

Mr. PARKER (Gravesend): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether any arrange- 
ment has been come to between England 








187 
and France to enlarge the powers of the 
Naval Commission appointed in 1888 for 
the protection of persons and property in 
the New Hebrides; and whether this 
mixed Commission is to be supplemented 
by an authority appointed to adjudicate 
upon private ownership of land. 


Questions. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): The two Govern- 


ments have each appointed a Resident 
Deputy Commissioner in the New Hebri- 
des to watch over the interests of their 
nationals, and to maintain order and ex- 
ercise jurisdiction over them. These 
Deputy Commissioners, however, will not 
have authority to determine disputes as 
to the ownership of land. For this pur- 
pose it is proposed to make other arrange- 
ments, which are still the subject of 
negotiation. 


Foreign-Criminals in London. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether, having re- 
gard to the number of foreigners con- 
victed on serious charges, especially in 
the North London sessions, he has taken, 
or proposes to take, any steps to bring the 
facts to the notice of the Royal Commis- 
sion on Alien Immigration, in order that 
the Commissioners may consider whether 
these convictions have any connection, 
and, if so, to what extent, with the im- 
migration of aliens. 


* Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Rircutk, Croydon): I have no doubt that 
the Commission will consider that aspect 
of the question to which the hon. Mem- 
ber refers, and I do not think that there 
is any necessity for action on my part in 
the direction suggested. 


Public Houses and the Coronation. 

Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): 1 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether the proposed 
proclamations as to closing places of 
business on Coronation Day will include 
the closing of public houses on that day. 


* Mr. RITCHIE : The answer is in the 
negative. 
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Boys in the Mercantile Marine. 

* Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester. 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
sufficient time has now elapsed since the 
27th July, 1898, for him to give an 
estimate of the total number of boys 
who will be carried under the Reduced 
Lights Dues Clause of the Merchant 
Shipping (Mercantile Marine Fund) Act 
of 1898 as compared with the est mated 
number of 16,150; and whether he can 
make a statement to enable Parliament 
to judge if the operation of the clause is 
likely to be sufficient to prevent the 
continued decline in the number of 
British sailors, especially among the 
younger men. 


THE PRESIDENT or THe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): 16,150 was mentioned in the 
course of the debate on the Merchant 
Shipping (Mercantile Marine Fund) Bill 
by my right hon. friend the Home 
Secretary, who was then President of the 
Board of Trade, as being the maximum 
number of boys which would he carried 
if advantage to the full were taken of the 
proposal contained in Section 6 of the 
Bill. Since the scheme came into force 
1,523 boys have been enrolled, and the 
numbers show a steady tendency to 
increase. It is impossible for me to give 
an estimate of what number of boy 
sailors will be enrolled up to March, 
1905, when under Section 6 of the 
Merchant Shipping (Mercantile Marine 
Fund) Act the scheme will cease to be in 
force, unless otherwise enacted by 
Parliament ; and it is consequently also 
impossible for me to state how far the 
operation of the scheme will have an 
effect on the number of British seamen 
in the Mercantile Marine. 


Zetland Lights. 

*Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) : I beg toask the President 
of the Board of Trade if his attention 
has been directed to the paragraph in 
the Report of the Congested Districts 
Board tor Scotland, 1902, which states 
that in the cases of Rova Head and 
Symbister Ness, in Zetland, the Com- 
missioners were unable to sanction the 
placing of lights by anyone except 4 
properly constituted lighthouse authority, 
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on account of the importance of these | 
situations as regards general navigation ; | 
and if he will, in view of the importance | 
of these lights, grant the necessary 
permission to the Northern Lighthouse 
Commissioners to erect the same. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My atten- 
tion has not been previously called to 
the Report. No determination with 
regard to this matter has yet been made, 
but the Board of Trade are tully alive 
to the importance of the question, and 
hope to be able to communicate their 
decision to the Trinity House in the 
course of a few days. 


Gambling in Grain Futures. 

Mr. FIELD : I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether his De- 
partment is aware oi the legislative 
measures now enforced in Germany to dis- 
courage gambling in futures in grain and 
options in other products ; and whether 
the Government will consider the ques- 
tion of introducing similar legislation 
to safeguard the producers and con- 
sumers of the three kingdoms. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
aware of the German legislation regula- 
ting produce exchanges. There is no 
intention to introduce similar legislation 
in this country. 


Butter Regulations Committee. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture whether his attention has 
been called to the paragraph in the in- 
terim Report of the Butter Regulations 
Committee in which it is said— 

“The Committee, moreover, understand that 
the vendors of this type of butter containing 
water in excess of the proposed official limit 
would be legally protected, provided that a 
sufficient disclosure is made to the purchaser. 
This consideration finally decided the Com- 
mittee to recommend a single limit, and to 
leave it to the vendors of Irish salt firkin 
butter to protect themselves in the simple 
manner indicated.” 

And whether, in view of the crisis which 
may be said to have arisen in the butter 
trade, he will say whether the legal 
advisers of the Department have been con- 
sulted upon this matter, and whether they | 
agreed with the view of the law expressed | 
in this paragraph of the Report of the | 
Committee. 


| 
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THe PRESIDENT or THe BOARD 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. HAnsBury, 
Preston): I had no power under the 


' statute to do more than state what the 


standard sLould be—and in the opinion 
of my legal advisers the fact of the fixing 
of a standard did not necessarily prevent 
disclosure of an excess of water being a 
sufficient defence—but I cannot, of course, 
say what view the Courts may take. In 
any case, the Report of the Committee 
was intended, I understand, to do no 
more than safeguard, for a reasonable 
industry in 


preserving the butter. In any steps I 
have to take to prevent the fraudulent 
addition of water—an object in which all 
makers and sellers of genuine butter in 
both countries are interested—the view 
taken by the Committee as to brine- 
preserved butter will be recognised. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Do I under- 
stand from the right hon. Gentleman that 
the opinion of the legal advisers of the 
Department is that disclosure is a 
protection ? 


Mr. HANBURY : That is so. 


Pauper Children in Roman Catholic 

chools— Maintenance Rates. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he is aware that the 
London County Council and the School 
Board for London, who support children 
under the Industrial Schools Act in 
Roman Catholic schools, have recently 
raised their payments from 7s. to 8s. per 
week on account of increased necessities ;. 
and, if so, whether, in view of the in- 
crease of expenditure in the Metropolitan 
schools, the Local Government Board will 
now sanction the increased payment for 
pauper children in Roman Catholic 
schools which many Metropolitan Boards 
of Guardians are willing to make. 


THE SECRETARY To tHE LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 


Lawson, Yorkshire, N. R., Thirsk): I 
understand that in some cases there has 
been an increase in the payments by local 
authorities in respect of children in in- 
dustrial schools, but such payments are 
not subject to the legal limitations which 
apply to payments for pauper children in 
certified schools. As I stated, however, 
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on Monday last, the question of the rate 
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_ Acts ; and whether he will consider the 


of payment for pauper children in certain advisability of introducing at an early 
Roman Catholic schools is receiving my | date a general measure dealing with local 


-consideration. 


Mr. FLYNN: If the local authorities 
are willing to make the increase, will the 
Local Government Board sanction it ? 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: I have said 
that the matter is under consideration. 


Coronation Celebration—-Expenses of 
Local Authorities. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether local 
authorities who decide to levy a rate for 
any purpose connected with the Corona- 
tion celebrations will be liable to sur- 
charge by the auditor; and whether a 
rate so levied will have the same 
authority asa rate levied for ordinary 
local government purposes, and be re- 
coverable from ratepayers like other 
rates. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: The effect of 
the Order recently issued by me will be 
to prevent the disallowance by a district 
auditor of the reasonable expenses in- 
curred in this matter by any local 
authority to which the Order applies. In 
issuing the Order, I explained that its 
effect will not be to legalise any such 
expenses, but only to prevent their dis- 
allowance by the auditor. I have no 
authority to determine questions as to 
the validity of any rate which might in- 
clude a sum to meet expenditure of this 
kind, and I cannot express an opinion 
on the subject. Such questions can only 
be determined by a Court of Law. 


Mr. CHANNING: Do I understand 
that the rate must be voluntary ! 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: That is a 
point of law which I cannot answer. 


Irish Local Taxation. 

Mr. P. A, M‘HUGH (Leitrim, N.): 
[ beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that inconvenience 
has resulted from the passing of 
the Local Government (Ireland) Act, 


1898, in regard to the rating powers of | 


anunicipal bodies constituted under local 


| taxation in Ireland. 
| 


| Tae CHIEF SECRETARY For 
IRELAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): 
| There are two cases (Sligo and Ennis. 
killen) in which a question has arisen 
with respect to the rating power of the 
municipal bodies concerned under local 
Acts. In reply tothe concluding inquiry, 
I must. refer to my answer to the next 
Question. 


Grants in Aid for Irish Local Government. 
Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention had 
been drawn to that portion of the 
Report of the Royal Commission on 
Local Taxation in which the Royal 
Commissioners recommend that new 
grants should be given in Ireland in aid 
of the maintenance of the sick and 
infirm, of the maintenance and educa- 
ton of poor law children, of the 
provision of asylum accommodation for 
pauper lunatics and imbeciles, and for 
the up-keep of main roads; and can he 
inform the House whether it is the 
intention of the Irish Government to 
give legislative effect this session to those 
recommendations; and, if not, can he 
make any statement as to the intentions 
of His Majesty’s Government respecting 
legislation in the direction indicated. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The grants recom 
mended in the case of Ireland by the 
majority of the Commissioners are 
analogous to those suggested by the 
same authorities for England, and the 
Government could only entertain con- 
sideration of these recommendations in 
their application to the United Kingdom 
as a whole. I can make no statement 
as to the intention of the Government, 
but obviously legislation would not be 
possible during the present session. 


Irish Main Road Maintenance. 
Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH : I beg to 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the urgency of the question, he 
will take steps at an early date to give 
effect to the recommendation of the 
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Royal Commission on Local Taxation | 
that a small Commission should be ap-| 

inted to determine what roads in| 
Ireland should be entered in the category | 
of main roads with a view to subvention 
for their maintenance. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. A con-| 
dition precedent to the appointment of | 
a Commission would be the provision of 
a grant in aid for the purpose mentioned. 
No such grant has yet been provided by 
Parliament. 


Imprisonment for Contempt of Court. 


Mr. P. A. MSHUGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he will state how 
long John Lavin, of Ballinaford, has 
been held a prisoner in Sligo Gaol; what 
was his offence; what was the order 
made in his case ; and when will he be 
released. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg also 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state how long John Lavin, of Corrick- 
nahorna, near Boyle, who is over seventy- 
three years of age has been detained as 
a prisoner in Sligo Gaol ; on what charge 
was he committed to prison ; and when 
is it proposed to release him. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This man was 
committed to prison on the 7th May, 
1901, for an unlimited period, for con- 
tempt under a Writ of Attachment 
issued by the Chancery Division of the’ 
High Court of Justice. I have called for 
information as to the nature of the con- 
tempt, but have not yet received it. I 
cannot say when he will be released. 
The matter is not one in which the 
Executive can intervene. 


Mr. DILLON: Then, can a man be 
kept in gaol for the rest of his natural 
life ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The rule is that 
any person so committed remains in 
prison until he has purged his contempt. 


Richmond Asylum. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: (Wicklow, | 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to | 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
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he will order an inquiry into the cause 
of the increased cost of maintaining 
lunatics in the Richmond Asylum. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The regulation of 
expenditure on the maintenance of 
lunatics in the asylum is placed entirely 
in the hands of the Committee of 
Management, by the 9th Section of the 
Local .Government Act of 1898. The 
Fxecutive exercises no control in the 


/matter so long as the standard of treat- 
'ment of the patients is such as to justify 


payment of the capitation grant. The 
reply to the Question is, therefore, in 
the negative. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: And is 
there no remedy against these constant 
increases ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Not at the hands 
of the Executive, to my knowledge. 


Compensation for Malicious Injury. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a Mr. Carty, of Tomacork, 
County Wicklow, was awarded compen- 
sation for the alleged destruction of 


plough wheels; and, seeing that the 


wheels have since been found in a ditch 
situated within Carty’s farm, whether 
he will order an inquiry into the case with 
a view to the return of the amount of 
the compensation to the local authorities ; 
and whether, having regard to the 
increase of alleged malicious injuries 
under the Local Government Act, 1898, 
he will consider the advisability of 
amending the Malicious Injuries Clause 
in the aforesaid Act. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Compensation 
amounting to 9s. 10d. was awarded in 
this case by the County Court judge at 
Quarter Sessions on the 2lst April. On 
the same date the wheels were found in a 
drain. The Statute confers upon the 
County Council the right oi appeal to 
the judge of Assize, if it feels aggrieved 
by the award of the County Court. 
Whether such an appeal will be taken in 
the present case 1am unable to say; 
but in any event the Government has 
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no power to intervene in the manner 
suggested. The reply to the second 
paragraph is in the negative. 


Kilkelly Dispensary Midwife. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the recent correspondence 
between the Local Government Board 
and the Swinford Board of Guardians in 
reference to the appointment of a dis- 


pensary midwife in the Kilkelly dispen- | 


sary district ; and, seeing that the Court 


of King’s Bench has recently decided that | 


midwives are officers under the Medical 
Charities Acts, will he explain why the 
Local Government Board in this case 
refuses to treat the midwife as a medical 
officer. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The decision of the 
Court of King’s Bench, which was to 
the effect stated, does not in itself entitle 
the guardians to recoupment of any 
portion of the salaries of these officers. 
The Swinford Guardians have been so 
informed. 


Mr. DILLON: Has the attention of 
the right hon. Gentleman been called to 
the character of the division? I under- 
stand the law is that a midwife is a 
medical officer. On what legal advice 
have the guardians acted in refusing the 
recoupment ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 


duced into this House amending the 
law. 3) RSaey  Be Msg ti 

Mr. DILLON: I shall raise the whole 
question on another occasion. 


United Irish League—Shandrum Branch. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, is he aware that, on the occasion 
of the monthly meetings of the Shan- 
drum (County Cork) Branch of the 
United Irish League, two constables 


{COMMONS} 


I am advised that. 
legally it is impossible to make the 
recoupment unless legislation is intro- | 
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| Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
|has not been correctly informed. The 
| police visit this village to prevent any 
| breaches of the Licensing Acts, and the 
|inference that they act in the manner 
| suggested is due to the fact that the 
| licensed houses and the meeting place 
‘of the League are in close proximity, 
|The names of persons entering the 
latter are not taken. 


| Claims arising from action of Ex-Sergeant 
Sheridan. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state what 
compensation has been awarded to Pat 
Quinn, of Ballinamore, County Leitrim, 
whose cattle were houghed by ex- 
'Sergeant Sheridan; and whether it is 
proposed to make awards to James 
M’Goohan and the other claimants who 
suffered from the action of ex-Sergeant 
Sheridan while a member of the police 
force in the County Leitrim. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A sum of £12 has 
been paid to Quinn. The claim of 
M’Goohan was carefully investigated, 
but no evidence whatever was forth- 
coming to show that the loss sustained 
by him was in any way traceable to the 
action of Sheridan. His claim was not, 
therefore, admitted. 


Tottenham Estate, County Leitrim. 


Mr. P. A. M’'HUGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can now state 
what progress has been made with the 
inspection of the ‘Tottenham estate, 
County Leitrim, and when it is likely to 
be completed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Land Com- 
missioners understand that the in- 
spection of the estate, which is a very 

| large one, is in an advanced state. They 
are unable, at present, to state when the 
_ inspection will be completed. 


stood in front of the League meeting | 


rooms taking the names of those who 
enterednd, ; a whether, in view of the 
condition of the district, he will state the 
reason for this action of the Con- 
stabulary. 


Irish Land Court Administration. 
Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH: I beg to ask the 
| Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can grant the 


| 
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Return appearing on the Paper today in | to judicial fixture, will he say how soon 
reference to estates in the Land Court of | the Head Commissioners will hold Court 
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Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The preparation of | 
this Return would, inthe opinion of the | 
Land Judge, make such demands upon | 
the time and labour of his staff as would 
seriously retard the working of the 
Court. I am unable, therefore, to) 


consent to the Return. 


Belfast Protestant Association. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the President of the 
Belfast Protestant Association is at 
present serving a sentence of imprison- 
ment for organising riots in Belfast ; and 
whether, in view of the speeches delivered 
at a recent meeting of that body, he pro- 
poses to allow it to continue its opera- 
tions. 


to give decisions on those cases 4 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The circuit list 
for Michaelmas term has not yet been 
arranged. It is probable that a sitting 
at Limerick for the hearing of appeals 
from County Limerick and North Tip- 
perary will be included in it. 


Irish Law Officers and Private Practice. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether 
there has been any instance since the pas- 
sing of the Parliamentary Elections Act 
of 1868, or the Municipal Corporations 
Act of 1882, in which a Law Officer of 
the Crown appeared as counsel for one of 
the parties to an election petition ; and 
whether he will state why the Irish 
Solicitor General appeared for the 
petitioners in the case of the petition in 
the Arran Quay War', Dublin, a few 


| days ago, in which were involved charges 


_of both corrupt and illegal practices on 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no truth 
in the statement in the first part of the 
Question. The second part presumably | 
refers to a speech to which I alluded in| 
my reply to a previous Question on Mon- | 
day last. { 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): Then 
may I ask what position is held in this 
Association by Mr. Arthur Trew, who is 
now in prison? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no know- 
ledge. But he is not the President. 


Limerick Land Commission Appeals. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
toask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland is he aware that 
there is a number of cases on appeal from 
the decisions of the Sub-Lan:. Commis- 
sioners to go for adjudication before the 
Head Commissioners in County Limerick ; 
and, seeing that those cases involve 
changes in regard to the paying power of 
the tenants in paying first rent according | 





+ The return referred to was as follows :— 


“Land Commission (Ireland) (Estates)—Re- 
turn of the Estates under the control of the 
Land Court, Ireland, the date on which they 
passed under the control of the Court, the 
name of the Receiver in each case, and the 
date of his appointment.” 





the part of petitioners and counter- 
petitioners. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): There are instances of the kind 
mentioned in Ireland and Scotland. I 
have not been able to ascertain whether 
or not similar instances occurred in Eng- 
land. The Solicitor General for Ireland 


did not violate any of the conditions on 


which he holds his appointment by 
appearing in the case referred to. 


Mr. DILLON : In consequence of the 
answer, I shall raise the question on the 
right hon. Gentleman’s salary. 


Transfer of British Ships to Foreign Flags, 
Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N.W.): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether, in view of the fact 
that British ships are by the law of 
England for certain purposes held to be 
British territory in whatever waters they 
may be, His Majesty’s Government will 
consider the expediency of proposing the 
legislative extension of that doctrine, so 
as to prevent the cession to a foreign flag 
of British ships that would otherwise be 
available for naval or military purposes. 


Tue FIRST LORD or THE TREAS- 





|; URY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 


'} See preceding volume, page 1363. | E.): I am not quite sure that I apprehend 


ae 
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the purport of the hon. Gentleman’s | 
Question, but if he suggests, as I think he 
does, that we should by legislative action 
prevent private owners of British ships 
from disposing of those ships when we 
have no lien upon them, | think that 
would be a new departure in legislation 
so important that I could not be expected 
to deal with it in answer to a Question. 





Foreign Office Vote. 

Mr. PARKER (Gravesend): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he 
can state when the Foreign Office Vote 
will be taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid it 
is not in my power to fix a date for taking 
the Foreign Office Vote. My hon. friend 
is no doubt aware that, in view of 
unexpected events, it is usual to take it 
rather late in the session, so that there 
may be a general survey of the foreign 
policy of the country when it is discussed. 


Freights on British Goods. 

Sir ALFRED HICKMAN (Welver- 
hampton, W.): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he is aware 
that British shippers have entered into a 
combination to keep up the freights on 
British goods, while goods from foreign 
ports are subject to open competition, and 
that consequently freights on British 
produce are in excess of those charged on 
foreign goods ; and if the Select Committee 
on Shipping Subsidies will not have power 
to inquire into these matters, whether he 
will enlarge their powers to enable them 
to do so. 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There are 
arrangements among the shipping lines 
trading to the East and to the Cape for 
the regulation of freights, and statements 
have been made from time to time that 
they have an injurious effect on British 
trade. I do not think it expedient to 
alter the terms of reference to the Select 
Committee on Shipping Subsidies, which 
I hope will be shortly re-appointed, but I 
note that this Committee received evidence 
during last session with regard to the 
matters to which the Question relates. 


Sir 


the right hon. Gentleman arrange for a 
separate Inquiry on the point ? 


{COMMONS} 


ALFRED HICKMAN: Cannot | 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am far from 
desiring to minimise the importance of 
the point, but I think it would be desir. 
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able to see what is the evidence collected 


by the Committee already appoinied 
before we embark on another Inquiry. 
I do not by any means shut the door on 
such an Inquiry should the necessity for 
it be demonstrated. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8. W.): 


| Will the right hon. Gentleman put down 


the Motion for the re-appointment of the 
Committee in Government time ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, the Com- 
mittee will have to be put down in 
Government time, and I hope to take 
an early opportunity of doing so. 


Suggested International Conference on 
Bi-Metallism. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, in view of 
the currency complications arising in 
India and in the Chinese war indemnity 
payments, the Government will consider 
the advisability of suggesting an Interna- 
tional Conference to confer and report 
upon the expediency of a general restora- 
tion of a bi-metallic currency. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am quite in 
accord with the hon. Gentleman that very 
grave inconvenience, and even worse than 
inconvenience, has been caused in connec 
tion with the Chinese indemnity by the 
heavy fall in the value of silver, but [ do 
not think that any good would arise 
were it possible to take the step he 
suggests. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that both in India and 
in Europe all interest in the bi-metallic 
craze has died out 2? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was understood 
to reply in the negative. 


National Society's Schools. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether he will state the 
number of public elementary schools in 
England and Wales which are connected 
with the National Society ; whether he is 
aware that one of the conditions of 
affiliation with this society is that the 
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masters and mistresses of the schools shall 
be members of the Church of England ; 
and whether, in the event of the —.. 
tion Bill becoming law, this religious test 
will continne to be imposed upon all the 
teachers in these schools. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No records 
exist of the actual number of public 
elementary schools in England and Wales 
that are connected with the National 
Society. The terms of union with the 
society are, I believe, correctly stated in 
the Question, but are, | am informed, 
very frequently departed from in practice. 
Schools marked N. in the Board of 
Education Return are not necessarily in 
union with the National Society ; and 
therefore no inferences can be drawn from 
the Return. 


Voluntary Schools—Special Aid Grant. 
Mr.C.P. SCOTT : I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether the special 
aid grant at present payable to voluntary 
schools would, on the passing of the 
Education Bill, become payable to new 
schools not established by the education 
authority ; and whether, on the transfer 
of any existing voluntary school to the 
education authority, the special aid grant 


would continue to be paid to that 
authority. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The answer to 


the first paragraph of the Question is in 
the affirmative. If I rightly understand 
the second part, the answer to that is in 
the negative. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT: The point in the 
second part of the Question is whether, 
if existing voluntary schocls which now 
receive the special aid grant are handed 
over to the local authority, they will 
cease to receive it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the volun- 
tary school is transferred by the machinery 
provided by the Act of 1870, the aid 
grant will not be paid. 


New Education Bill—Lapsing School 
Boards. 

Mr. WILSON-TODD (York, E.R., 
Howdenshire): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, having regard to 
the fact that between the date of the 
passing of the Education Bill and that 
of its coming into force, the term of 
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office of certain existing School Boards 
will lapse, will some arrangement be 
made when the said Bill reaches the 
Committee stage empowering such 
School Boards to continue in office up 
to the date of the Bill coming into force, 
in order o obviate the expense and 
trouble of re-elections for such a short 
period. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am well 
aware of the importance of the point 
raised by my hon. friend but I cannot 
say more than that it will not be over- 
looked by the Government. 


Questions. 


Business of the House. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMA® 
(Stirling Burghs): I wish to ask 
Question on a point as to which there 
is some doubt, as to what will happen 
in regard to private Bills on Friday. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
there is no objection to the Motion for 
adjournment over the holidays being 
moved at twelve o'clock on Friday. 
1 should hope that the discussion 
will last but a short time, and 
that private Members will not he 
deprived of their privileges. I will make 
a further statement tomorrow at 
Question time. I think it will be 
necessary for us to take the whole of 
Thursday for Supply. As a fact I do not 
quite know where we stand in regard to 
Supply. We must transact certain 
business before Whitsuntide. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: What 
business will the right hon. Gentleman 
take tomorrow ? It is very inconvenient 
that we should not know where we 
stand. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
reproach, if there be one in the hon. 
Gentleman’s Question, is very undeserved, 
for I have done my best to come to an 
arrangement, although so far I have 
failed. Indeed I have been told it was 
improper and disrespectful on my part— 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: We objected 
to your putting on the screw. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If we do not 
get the Second Reading of the Loan Bill 
today, I shall take it tomorrow. 


H 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND: And limit 
the holidays to the following Thursday ? 


Privilege. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


Mr. CHANNING: In the event of 
Thursday being devoted to Supply, will 
that be a counted day ? 


Mr. 


Mr. 
not. 


A. J. BALFOUR: Of course 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: When will 
the right hon. Gent!eman beable to tell 
us definitely the business to be taken on 
the resumption of the House? If we 
meet on the Thursday, will it be Supply ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: 
following day—Friday ? 


A nd the 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR 
put down as uncontroversial Supply as 
possible for the first day after the 


holidays, but after that we must not be | 
taken as precluded from at once proceed- | 
| IMMORAL TRAFFIC (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: In view of | 


ing with controversial business. 


the fact that we have had very few 
allotted days for Supply, ! will suggest 
to the right hon. Gentleman that he 
take Supply on Friday in next week, if 
we have resumed. 


STANDING C °MMITTEES (CHAIR- 
MEN’S PANEL.) 

Sir James Fercusson reported from 
the Chairmen’s Panel; That they had 
appointed Mr. Stuart Wortley to act as 
Chairman of the Standing Committee 
for the consideration of Bills relating to 
Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal | 
Procedure, in the place of Sir James | 
Fergusson. | 


| House. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILLS. 


HOSPITALS (CONTRIBUTIONS) BILL. 


‘‘To empower County Councils and 
other local authorities to make contribu | 
tions to hospitals,” presented by Mr. | 
Walter Long, under Standing Order 31 ; | 


{COMMONS} 


i/under The London Government 
| 1899, 


It is usual to | 


' and to be printed. 
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supported by Mr. Grant Lawson ; to be 
read a second time upon Monday, 26th 
May, and to be printed. [Bill 211.] 


LOSAL GOVERNMENT (TRANSFER OF 
POWERS) BILL. 

“To amend Section 10 of The Local 
Government Act, 1888,” presented by 
Walter Long, under Standing 
Order 31; supported by Mr. Grant 
Lawson ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday, 26th May, and to be printed, 
[ Bill 212.] 


LONDON ELECTIONS BILL. 


* To provide for the making of certain 
alterations in electoral areas rendered 
expedient by the alteration of boundaries 
Act. 
for simplifying the form of 
registers in London; and for other 
purposes connected therewith,” presented 
by Mr. Walter Long, under Standing 
Order 31; supported by Mr. Grant 


_ Lawson ; to be read a second time upon 


Monday, 26th May, and to be printed. 
[Bill 213.] 


“To make further provision for the 
punishment of persons trading in 
prostitution in Scotland,” presented by 
Mr. Cameron Corbett, under Standing 
Order 31; supported by Mr. Parker 
Smith and Mr. Crombie; to be read a 
second time upon Tuesday, 27th May, 
[Bill 214.] 
PRIVILEGE — LOR! CHARLES BERES- 

FORD AND THE ADMIRALTY. 

(2.45.) Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: As 
a matter affecting the privileges of the 
House, I beg to bring to your notice, 


| Sir, certain statements in the Daily Mail, 


accusing the Secretary to the Admiralty, * 
as a Minister of the Crown anda Member 
of the House of Commons, of falsehood 
in a statement made by him in the 
I propose that the clerk should 
read those statements, and then I will, 


subject to your consent, move that they 


constitute a breach of the privileges of 
the House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: What is the date! 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: The date 
is May 6th. If any question should arise 
about the lapse of time, I shall be able 
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to satisfy you, I think, that I have taken 
the first available opportunity in the 
circumstances. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think that 
that is sufficient. If the hon. Member 
has anything to say about the date, he 
had better say it now. The Rule of 
the House is that a breach of privilege 
of this kind must be taken notice of at 
once. If it is a breach of privilege, 
it is a breach of privilege on the face 
of it, and it does not depend on sub- 
sequent events to justify its being brought 
before the House. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I will read 
the passage complained of first, and I will 
then explain why I did not bring up the 
matter before. The Daily Mail wrote 
in regard to an answer given in the 
House 

“Mr. Arnold-Forster’s reply is not satis- 
factory to the Daily Mail. Immediately on 
learning its terms we despatched the following 
letter to Mr. Arnold White. 

* May Sth, 1902. 

‘Dear Mr. White,—I notice that Mr. Arnold- 
Forster, in the House of Commons this after- 
noop, said he informed the House on July 9th 
that the Admiralty understood the letter of 
Lord Charles Beresford was private ; that it 
was written without any intention of being 
published, aud that its publication was un- 
authorised. As this is contrary to the state- 
ment made by you to me, I shall be glad to 
know if you have anything further to say on 
the matter.’ 

“We have since received the following :— 

‘Dear Sir,—In reply to your letter, I have 
to say that Mr. Arnold-Forster’s answer in 
the House of Commons today is both contrary 
to facts, and also to written evidence which he 
knows me to possess. I await an apology from 
Mr. Arnold-Forster for making a statement in 
the House on July 9th which he did not know 
to be true, and which was, in fact, untrue. 

‘ Yours truly, 
‘ARNOLD WHITE.’” 
The paper goes on- 

“We await Mr. Arnold-Forster’s further 
statement on the subject with some curiosity.” 
As to the reason why I did not raise 
the matter a week ago, I may explain 
[thought I was bound to wait until the 
gentleman first affected by it, the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty himself, had had 
reasonable time to take notice of it. | 
submit that, the Secretary to the | 
Admiralty having taken no notice of it, | 
though I have done my best to bring | 
it before him, both officially and unoffici- | 


ally, I am within the Rules of Order in |® . : } 
|this transaction as far as it concerns 


bringing the question forward. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: If that is the hon. 
Member’s case, I am quite against him. 
It is quite clear that the breach of privi- 
lege, if breach of privilege there was, 
was complete on May 6th, and it is not 
for the hon. Member to enter into corres- 
pondence with some Minister, for whom 
he is apparently taking up the cudgels, 
and then, when he finds that the Minister 
himself does not propose to treat the 
matter as a breach of privilege, to say he 


_ will himself take it up a week or ten days 


afterwards, instead of raising the question 
at the first available moment. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: J under- 
took to raise the question on the first 
available opportunity. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe ADMIk- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNoLp-ForstEr, Belfast, 
W.): I understand, Sir, that your ruling 
is that the hon. Member is not in order ; 
but I should exceedingly regret if your 
ruling were to preclude me, after the 
allusions made to me in this House, 
from offering to the House a personal 
explanation. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. Gentleman 
is quite in order in making a personal 
explanation. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I do not 
know that I particularly object to the 
hon. Member for South Donegal coming 
forward as the champion of my honour. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Oh, no, 
excuse me. On a point of order, I will 
not allow that to pass for one moment. 
I am not the champion of the hon. Gentle- 
man’s honour. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a point 
of order. The hon. Member must not 
interrupt. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Perhaps 
I may be allowed to continue, and say 
that I am exceedingly grateful to the 
hon. Gentleman for directly or indirectly 


] giving me an opportunity of making a 


statement in regard to this matter, which, 
I confess, to my mind has an exagger- 
ated importance in the minds of some 
Members of this House. I will make 
short statement of the whole of 


H 2 
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myself. The facts are these. On 
2ist June, last year, a letter from Lord 
Charles Beresford, now Member for 


Woolwich, appeared in one of the daily | 


papers in regard to the Mediterranean 
fleet. A Question was put to me in the 
House, as the representative of the 
Admiralty, on June 24th, and in answer 
to that I stated, what appeared to be 
the fact— 


“There is nothing to show that the letter 
was intended for publication, and it seems 
highly improbable that the Rear-Admiral 
would have taken a step so contrary to the 
discipline of the Navy as to make a_ public 
communication with regard to confidential 
reports transmitted by him in respect of the 
fleet in which he was serving.” 


On the following day Mr. Arnold White, 
the gentleman whose name has been 
introduced into this matter, wrote to me 
as follows :— 

“TI was sitting under the gallery of the 
House of Commons yesterday when yon said, 
in reply to Mr. Norman’s Question, that there 


was nothing in Lord Charles Beresford’s letter 
to show that it was intended for publication, 


and it seemed highly improbable that the ‘ 


Rear-Admiral would take a step so contrary 
to the dis -ipline of the Navy oa would make 
public matter in regard to confidential reports 
transmitted by him in respect of the Fleet in 
which he was serving. It will be no surprise 
to you to know that I was the recipient of 
that letter, and am _ responsible for its 
publication.” 


That was the letter sent to me by Mr. 
Arnold White, with whom I have always 
been on most excellent terms, and it 
contained other matter of interest to us 
both. I replied on June 27th :— 


“T am not surprised to knuw that Lord 
Charles’s letter was sent to you. Indeed, I 
supposed that was the case. Whether or not 
he instructed you to publish it I do not know, 
nor do [ ask. As for any steps you yourself 
think it right to take, that, of course, is not a 
matter with which [ have anything to do. 
About the other matter with which [ am 
concerned, I must say frankly that [ have no 
doubt whatever as to what is right. The 
rights and duties of a private individual 
depend very largely upon the conscience and 
sense of duty of the individual, but the rights 
and duties of an officer holding a high com- 
mand are, as long as he holds that command, 
strictly limited by the rules of the service and 
by the discipline which applies to every ofticer 
and man in the force alike. Granting that I 
were to agree with every word Lord Charles 
says, I should still feel that he was and must 
be wrong, while his flag is flying, to set an 
example which he would be the first to con- 
demn if followed by any officers under his 
command.” 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 


{COMMONS} 


_Lord would be responsible. 


Privilege. 


|I said to Mr. Arnold White then what 
| was in my mind: that I did not under. 
| stand—I do not quite understand now~ 
whit the relations were between that 
' gentleman and the noble Lord, but | said 
that I waited for the course which he 
thought fit to pursue. On July 6th Mr, 
Arnold White did take action, and pub- 
lished his letter to me in The Times. This 
letter contained the statement that he 
was the recipient of the letter, and was 
responsible for its publication. It seemed 
to me then, and seems to me still, that 
that was a public and “direct acceptance 
by Mr. Arnold White of responsibility for 
a matter for which primarily the noble 
A Question 
was put to me in regard to the matter in 
the House on July 9th. I replied as 


| follows:— 


“*The Admiralty understand that the letter 
referred to by the hon. Member was a private 
letter, written without any idea of its being 
published, and that its publication was unau- 
thorised. In these circumstances it has not 
been thought necessary to call upon the Rear- 
Admiral for an explanation.” 


I added, in answer toa further Question— 


‘“*We are informed that it was published on 
the sole authority of Mr. White.” 


I admit that this was an inference, but 
I submit that it was a reasonable infer- 
ence, and it was certainly made in perfect 
good faith. I submit that it was reason- 
able, because in the first place it seemed 
to me to be the obvious construction and 
meaning of the words. The person 
primarily responsible for a letter is the 
person who writes it. If he does not 
assent to its publication, it cannot be 
published. But if another gentleman 
informs me that he is responsible for its 
publication, it seems to me the obvious 
and logical inference is that the responsi- 
bility was his, and not that of the gentle- 
man who wrote the letter. I would sa; 
in defence of the inference | formed that 
there were certain reasons which fortified 
me in thinking that my conclusion was 
not unreasonable. In the first place. I 
think the fact that for eight months no 
one has questioned the correctness of that 
inference is a relevant fact. I was on 
excellent terms with my noble friend; I 
was on terms of friendly and useful cor- 
respondence with Mr. Arnold White ; and 
if either of those gentlemen had come to 
me in that period of eight months they 
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had no reason to believe that any explan- 
ation they had to make would not have 
been received by me. Indeed, I would 
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Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: I 
| beg your pardon. I ask you to say 
exactly what I wrote to you. 


have done my best to set right any wrong | 


which might have been committed. But, 


at all events, no such suggestion was or | to do so. 


ever has been made to me by Mr. Arnold 
White. There the matter rested until 
some abusive paragraphs appeared in the 
newspapers. But this conclusion, which 
was accepted by this House and by nearly 
allthe newspapers in the country, was also 


accepted, strangely enough, by the noble | 
If I may be allowed to go | 


Lord himself. 
to another part of this question which is 
very relevant to this matter, I may say 
that on the 29th April the noble 
Lord the Member for Woolwich 
wrote a letter to The Times in which he 
stated that my inference was wrong, that 
I had been mistaken in regard to Mr. 
Arnold White, and that he was the 
person solely responsible for the publica- 
tion of the letter. Naturally enough, a 
Question was asked in this House, on 
May 5th, with regard to this letter, and 
[ repeated my original statement, giving 
my original reasons. On that occasion 
the noble Lord made what appeared to 
me to be a very remarkable speech 
indeed, because, as I understood him, it 
endorsed the offensive charges which had 
been made against myself. 


LorepD CHARLES BERESFORD 
(Woolwich) : No, certainly not. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I shall 
show that, Ithink. The speech endorsed 
the charges which had been made 
against the Department I have the 
honour to represent in this House. I 


was the more astonished, because I held , 


in my hand a letter received from the 
noble Lord two days before, on no solici- 
tation of mine, in which he deliberately 
went out of his way to acquit both my- 
wlf and the Board of Admiralty of any 
offence in either of these two matters. 


I did not rise in my place, because the | 
letter to me was marked private, and I. 
asked the noble Lord, considering the | 
position in which he put me, if I was at 


liberty to state in public what he had 
told me privately. The noble Lord re- 
fused. I think the matter was of sufii- 
aent gravity—— 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I propose 
I then wrote the noble 
Lord telling him that this was an in- 
‘tolerable position—and I think it was an 
‘intolerable position. I do not want to 
| trouble the House with that letter in 
| extenso, but there is one passage I should 
like to quote. I said— 


‘* T have called your attention to these matters 
for two reasons.” 


--that is the discrepancy between the 
speech and the letter— 


‘*In the first place, because, as you have doubt- 
less observed, your action in the matter has 
made me the object of attack by Mr. Arnold 
White, who considers himself aggrieved. In 
my opinion Mr. White has no ground of com- 
plaint. My action throughout has been per- 
fectly straightforward, and Mr. White knows 
well that if, at any time during the past eight 

| months, he had given me reason to believe that 
I was doing him, or had done him, an injustice, 
he would have found me ready and anxious to 
make amends for it. When I find, however, 
that you, while sharing my view as to the 
reasonable character of my action, are not 
willing to say so publicly, I think I have some 
reason to be dissatisfied. I have no duty to 
Mr. Arnold White, to whom, consciously, at 
any rate, I have done no wrong ; and I there- 
fore do not feel bound, or desire to enter into 
any controversy with him. But as a Member 
of the House of Commons, I think it right to 
let you know, as my colleague, that I take 
exception to the course you have adopted.” 


That is a portion of the letter that 
I wrote. In reply, the noble Lord did 
accord me permission to make public 
a portion of the letter I had asked leave 
to quote from. I propose, if he desires, 
that I should communicate to the House 
the portion he himself selected. This is 
what he said— 


“On June 25th Mr. Arnold White wrote 
you a letter in which he stated that he was 
responsible for the publication of my letter. 
This Jetter to you was published in 7he Z'imes 
| ot July 6th. On that letter you were perfectly 
justified in making the statement you did in 
the House relative to Mr. Arnold White’s 
being responsible for the publication. As a 
| matter of fact, 1 told Mr. Arnold White he 
could do what he liked with the letter when he 
asked me might he publish it ; and I said there 
was nothing in it. Neither was there anything 
in it which could by any means be declared as 
having been a trespass on confidential reports. 


But was absolutely wrong to allow it 
| to be published at all. The Admiralty never 
asked me the usual question, ‘ whether 


I had caused the 


| directly or indirectly, 
If they had done 


publication, etc., etc.’ 
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so, I should naturally have told the done no _ injustice $C] 
truth, with the result that I should age consciously, to Mr. 


probably have been ordered to haul down 
my flag. But why should they have asked 
me the question after Mr. Arnold White’s 
letter to you stating he was responsible. There 
is no palliation or excuse for disobeying the 
Service regulations. I take all the blame, and 
am prepared to accept the dictum of the 
constituted authorities with submission.” 

In a speech the noble Lord delivered 
in this House he made two statements 
He endorsed this accusation against the 
Board of Admiralty, which I represent. 
He said— 

‘*The constituted authorities never wrote to 
me to ask me if I had written that letter. If 
they had, I should have told the truth.” 

But why should they have done so in 
view of Mr. Arnold White's letter? In 
his letter to me the noble Lord said— 

**On that letter (Mr. White’s), you were per- 
fectly justified in making the statement you did 
in the house, relative to Mr. Arnold White 
being responsible for the publication.” 

What did he say in his speech? He 
said 

‘* When I came home the other day there were 
some insinuations that another gentleman was 
responsible for this letter; that he tried to 
publish a private letter which I had written.” 
‘There were no insinuations. That state- 
ment was made by me in this House in 
July last year, and I resent the suggestion 
that there was any insinuation on my 
part or on the part of anybody else. It 
was a straightforward statement, and the 
noble Lord has had eight months to 
consider whether he would repudiate it 
or not. He continues in his speech— 

“When I came home I immediately took 
steps to show that I alone was responsible for 
the letter.” 

The noble Lord did not. He hauled down 
his flag on February 3rd ; he sent his 
letter to The Timeson April 29th. During 
the whole of that period of nearly three 
months, this accusation, which he feels 
so bitterly as being brought unjustly 
against another man, remained un- 
answered, and it was not until April 
29th, the day following the publication 
of the leading article in The Times, that 
this gentleman was relieved of the charge 
which, I am told, I had unjustly put 
upon him. | do not understand this 
method of procedure, and I am very glad 
to have had the opportunity of stating 
my views with regard to it. That is all 
my connection with this matter. I have 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 


White or any other person. I have 
attempted to represent the views of my 
Department—on a matter in which | 
am personally perfectly indifferent—ade- 
quately and justly. I am unable to see 
that any apology is due from me to Mr, 
Arnold White. I think that the only 
wrong I have done him has been to 
accept literally, as I believe others have 
done, his word, and now he says that 
that was a misapprehension on my purt. 
1 do not say that in blame ; but it is the 
situation. Perhaps there is an apology 
due from another quarter. This is o 
matter which does not concern me 
personally, or which I desire to press. It 
seems to mea trivial subject with which 
to have occupied the time of the Houseso 
much, but perhaps the House will 
excuse the warmth with which I have 


spoken. 
Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD rose 


and asked leave to make a personal ex 
planation. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am sure the House 
will be of opinion that the noble Lord 
also may be allowed to explain. 


Lorn CHARLES BERESFORD: | 
must at once preface my remarks by say- 
ing that the Secretary to the Admiralty 
certainly was in afalse position, and did get 
into that false position through an act of 
mine, which | owned to the other day. 
But when the Secretary to the Admiralty 
reads only part of the correspondence | 
have sent to him, it is not quite fair to 
myself. The Secretary to the Admiralty 
asked me if he might make certain extracts 
from a private letter which I wrote to 
him. I said I object to any extract 
being taken from a letter, because it is 
never done without false impressions 
being adduced therefrom. If you want 
to know anything,and you want any- 
thing made public, write to me and I 
answer you in any way you wish. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, no 
Mr. Speaker. I must correct the noble 
Lord. He knows perfectly well I said that 
I would quote any passage out of that 
letter or the whole of the letter. The 
only passage I desired to omit was one 
so offensive to Mr. Arnold White that I 


thought he would not wish me to publish 
af, 
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Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: I must | 


answer the Secretary to the Admiralty at 


once. The offensive phrase was that I said | 
Mr. Arnold White was a very dangerous | 
man. So he is a very dangerous man. Mr. | 


Arnold White is carried away with 

enthusiasm, and, as I told him to his face, 

he is avery dangerous man. He said— 
“What do you mean ?” 


I said— 


“T am called a dangerous man because I | 


sometimes blurt out things I regret.” 


That is the whole of the offensive remark. 
The Secretary to the Admiralty must 
stick to the point. I said—and he has 
got it in writing in a letter he has not 
read out— 

‘‘T refuse you permission to publish extracts, 
but if you write me I shall send you for 
publication the whole of the letter.” 

I did so, and left out that part 
referring to Mr. Arnold White because 
it was not to the point. Then I 
turn to the other point about the insinu- 
ation. I never said anything about the 
Secretary to the Admiralty in this House. 
The insinuation I referred to was the 
letter in The Times, and directly I saw 
that letter | wrote to The Times and said 
I was responsible. The Secretary to the 
Admiralty is an extremely clever man, 
and I acknowledge that he has put the 


case against me, as it appears to the, 


House. I admit I made a mistake as far 
as my writing to the Press at all is con- 
cerned, although I never before confessed 
it to the House. I know I was wrong, 
but I can prove to this House that though 
Iwas wrong I did right. I shall be in 
the hands of the House and I think that 
when I sit down they will agree with me. 
The House does not know the whole case. 
The Secretary to the Admiralty does 
know the whole case. What is the whole 
case? When I went out to the Medi- 
terranean | found the Fleet dangerously 
weak —— 


*Mn. SPEAKER: The noble Lord must 


confine himself to a personal explanation | 


on the matter before the House. He is 
not entitled to go into the whole condi- 
tion of the Fleet in the Mediterranean. 
That would be going beyond the limit of 
a personal explanation. The noble Lord 


wrote a letter in which he stated that he 
ought not to have written a letter on a 
certain matter. 
with the 


He is entitled to deal 
circumstances arising out 
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of the publication of the letter, but 
not to go into the merits of the question 
about the Fleet. 


Privilege. 


LorpD CHARLES BERESFORD: But 
there are two letters. One letter is so inti- 
mately connected with the other that I 
cannot explain myself unless I say [ hac! 
written an official letter to my Commander. 
in-Chief containing the strongest animac- 
versions about the strength of the Fleet a 
year before. The Commander-in-Chief 
sent the letter to the Admiralty, and | 
never received a word of reprimand about 
it. The fighting efficiency of the Fleet 
was very deficient in essentials, as com- 
pared with the Fleets of other countries. 
After a year I consulted my brother 
officers as to whether I should not go 
home, and beg leave to haul down my 
flag. My brother officers said—and I 
agreed with them—that that it would not 
be loyal, that it mightcreate a panic, that it 
might not be patriotic. A year after- 
wards I wrote this other letter to Mr. 
Arnold White, who has ample evi- 
dence that I wrote it for publication and 
that he could publish it when he liked. 
Why he didnot publish itthen, Icannottell. 
Isuppose hethought that it would hurt me. 
I said to him I did not care whether it 
hurt me or not. I told him that it was 
important that the letter should be pub- 
lished in order to get those things put 
right which were essential to the fighting 
efficiency of the Mediterranean fleet. 
Then the public knew nothing about 
the letter of 1900, In June, 19)1, the 
letter appeared. Now, what was that 
letter, which has been made so much of, 
which shows how I have been so insub- 
ordinate that I ought to be cashiered or 
shot, which shows that I am not a loyal 
naval officer, that I am not loyal to my 
seniors, and other nonsense of that sort ? 
This is the letter-— 


“H.M.S. 
1901. My 


Ramillies, at sea, June 10, 
dear —-- It would be most im- 
proper and prejudicial to discipline if I 
were to give you details as to whv I 
am so extremely anxious, when consider- 
ing the want of strength and the want of 
proper war organisation of the British Fleet 
in the Mediterranean. I have communicated 
my views, in as strong and clear Anglo-Saxon 
language as I can command, to the properly 
constituted authorities. My duty and 
business out here as second in command are 
ray 84 to obey any orders that I may receive 
to the level best of my ability, and not to offer 
any criticisms which might become public. 
The real point to be considered is not so much 
the necessity of expending a further sum of 
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money on the British Navy, as the necessity of 
allocating the money now voted in a different 
manner.” 

That is the letter that the Secretary to 
the Admiralty holds up to this House 
as grossly insubordinate, as trespassing on 
confidential reports to which I gained 
access through my position as second in 
command, for he said in this House— 

“Tt seems highly improbable that the Rear- 
Admiral would take a step so contrary to the 
discipline of the Navy as to make public a 
matter with regard to the confidential reports 
transmitted by him with respect to the Navy 
in which he serves.” 


Well, Sir, I say that the charge with 
regard to that letter is very extravagant. 
| acknowledge fully that I was wrong to 
write to the Press at all, but when I 
wrote that letter 1 thought I was going 
to be called home. Never before has 
anything appeared in the Press in my 
name—and many things have—when | 
have been on active service, when I have 
not received the usual letter asking 
whether I directly or indirectly caused 
it to be put into the Press. !t constantly 
happened — it happened four times 
before I wrote this letter. Things were 
put into the Press in my absence and in 
my name, and I| had never said a single 
word, and | gave the natural answer 
that I had nothing to do with it. I was 
away when this letter was published, 
and both my Commander-in-Chief and I 
thought I was going to be called home. 
I had made my arrangements to go; 
but I received no letter from the 
Admiralty asking me about it, and, 
remember, I was at sea, and I had not 
seen these letters at the time of publica- 
tion, though I saw them afterwards, for 
which Mr. Arnold White was responsible. 
I was waiting for the letter, asking me 
whether I was responsible for this, and 
that letter I never got. I quite see that 
the Secretary to the Admiralty, looking 
at it as | do now, was justified in making 
the statement he did. It was a fair 
statement. And I say before the House 
now I deeply regret that he found him- 
self in the position he did through any 
action of mine. I do not regret writing 
the letter itself. I express no regret for 
that, and I do not confess to have made 
any error, because I say the Fleet was 
ina very dangerous position with regard 
to its fighting efficiency. Between June, 
1900 and June, 1901, there were a few 
addition: made to the Fleet— 


Lard Charles Beresford. 


{COMMONS} 


‘ the circumstances of the case. 


-honourably in any 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
noble Lord asked leave to make a 
personal explanation, but he is now 
travelling rather beyond the limits of a 
personal explanation. 


Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: | 
have been driven into it, Sir, owing to 
I did not 


wish to mention these things. I re- 


| pudiate with considerable warmth any 


of the 
that I 


suggestion 
Admiralty 


Secretary to the 
have acted dis- 

sense of the 
word. I may have acted carelessly. 
He suggested I was afraid for my skin. 
I was perfectly ready to come out at 
any moment. Mr. Arnold White had 
several letters of mine authorising him 
to publish this one, and then I found 
myself in a false position. The only 
thing I regret in the whole matter is 
that the hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
to the Admiralty should have been, by 
any action of mine, put into the position 
in which he was placed. 


FINANCE BILL. 
[Second READING. } 
(Top Day's’ Depare.) 

Order read for resuming adjourned 
Debate on Main Question [15th May}, 
“That the Bill be now read a_ second 
time.” 


Question again proposed. 


*(3.26.) Mr. JOSEPH WALTON 
(Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley): In rising to 
continue the discussion onthe Second Read- 
ing of the Finance Bill, I may perhaps be 
permitted to say that the notice of Motion 
standing in my name tiat this Bill be 
read a second time this day six months 
was not in the slightest degree intended 
as an indication on my part of my desire 
to withhold from the Government all 
proper supplies for the efficient conduct 
of the public services. I put down that 
notice on the following grounds: First, 
because I believe it is absolutely unfair 
to throw the whole cost of the war in 
South Africa on the British taxpayer ; 
and second, that the incidence of the new 
taxation is contrary to the only true 
equitable principle on which taxation can 
be hased, namely, that every man shall 
he taxed according to his ability to pay. 
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Now the financial position of this country 
today, in view of the alarming growth of 
our national expenditure, is one deserving 
and needing the most serious attention and 
consideration at our hands. When we 
find that for the year 1901-1902 our 
expenditure has risen to the unprecedented 
sum of nearly £213,000,000 sterling, in- 
eluding the expenditure on the war and 
grants in aid of local taxation ; when we 
find the normal expenditure on the 
country has risen since 1895 £31,000,000, 
and when we havé regard to the fact 
that within a comparatively few years 
our expenditure has gone up from 
£380,000,000 to £124,500,000 ; that our 
National Debt in addition to this has 
risen to £748,000,000, then I submit 
that it is of the highest importance that 
we should take into consideration the 
present financial position of this country. 
In all human probability we have 
before us a cycle of commercial depres- 
sion; and the cycle of commercial infla- 
tion through which we have been passing, 
that has enabled this country to bear 
without much injury, apparently, the 
enormous financial burdens that have 
been necessary iscoming to an end, and 
it behoves us, therefore, to consider 
whether we cannot in any way reduce 
the burden of the taxpayers of this 
country. I venture to submit that it is 
absolutely unfair that the £230,000,000 
sterling, that has been expended for 
the South African War, should be wholly 
charged to the taxpayers of this country. 
Out of that £230,000,000 we have 
raised, or it is proposed to raise, 
£68,000,000 by taxation, and by loans 
£162 000,000. | submit for the con- 
sideration of this House whether the 
time has not come when South Atrica 
should be made to bear, at any rate, a fair 
share of this enormous expenditure, 
which has been undertaken by this nation 
on her behalf. 1am aware that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has indicated his opinion that 
at some future date it will be possible to 
charge on the revenues of these new 
colonies a £30,000,000 loan, but 1 was 
somewhat astonished that, seeing this war 
was undertaken owing to an invasion 
of Natal and Cape Colony, there should 
have been in the remarks of the right 
hon. Gentleman no reference to the 
justice and necessity of treating all alike, 


and indicating that the colonies of Natal 
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and the Cape must also bear their 
fair share of the expenditure which has 
been incurred in South Africa. 

The reason I put down my Motion that 
this Bill be read a second time this day 
six months is simply this, to impress on 
the House the fact that we have already 
spent £230,000,000, and that the time 
has now come when we ought to have 
charged this years 32 million loan, not on 
the British taxpayer, but on the Trans- 
vaal, the Orange River Colony, Cape 
Colony and Natal. Sacrifices have been 
made with much patriotism on the part 
of the British nation, and we should en- 
devour to place in this Budget no more 
burdens on the British taxpayer. What 
is the condition of affairs in South Africa 
now ? Is it not a fact that in Cape Town, 
Durban, and in all towns of South Africa, 
even in Pretoria, Johannesburg, and 
Bloemfontein, they are enjoying today 
almost unprecedented prosperity, largely 
arising from the war and the large and 
profitable contracts in connection with 
it, far beyond the prosperity of the over- 
burdened and _ overtaxed people in- 
this country. Let us take into con- 
sideration the position of the in- 
dustrial undertakings of South Africa 
I find by a reference to the share lists that 
the deferred shares in the De Beers Com- 
pany to-day are worth ten times their 
issue price, and the shares of many other 
companies are worth several times the 
price at which they were issued. That 
shows that the £32,000,000 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! These 
observations seem to be more applicable 
to the Loan Bill than to the Bill now 
under ihe consideration of the House. 
This is a Bill dealing with taxation. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON : Of course | 
bow to your ruling, Sir, but I was making 
these observations under the title of the 
Bill, which runs— 

‘“*A Bill to grant certain duties of Customs 
and Inland Revenue, to alter other duties, and 
to amend the Law relating to Customs and 
Inland Revenue and the National Debt, and to 
make other provision for the financial arrange- 
ments of the year.” 

However, I will not pursue that point 
further. I shall probably be in order in 
dealing with the financial position in 
carrying on the administration of the 
country. The question is whether it is 
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necessary to impose fresh taxation in 
connection with the Budget of this 
year. The estimated expenditure is 
£174,609,000, and the estimated revenue 
is £147,785,000, and we are told by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer that whilst the deficit 
would be about £27,000,000, there must 
be added “ problematical expenditure,” 
£18,500,000, which brings the deficit up 
to £45,324,000. The suspension of the 
sinking fund, £4,640,000, however, 
reduces that to £40,684,000, and that is 
the sum to be provided for. But seeing 
that we have peace negotiations now 
going on in South Africa and it would be 
undesirable that money voted expressly 
for war purposes should be expended for 
other purposes, that shows that this pro- 
vision need not have been made now. 
Assuming that we provided by a loan 


£32,000,000 and by the suspension 
of the sinking fund, £4,620,000, 


this gives us £36,620,000 against a 
deficit of £26,824,000, and then the right 
hon. Gentleman reminded us that we had 
in anticipation £6,000,000 expended in 
China, which would, in the shape of the 
Chinese indemnity, be returned to us. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or THE EXCHE- 

QUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): Not this year. That is a receipt 
I look forward to. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON : And the 
Exchequer balances £3,534,000 are also 
available. There appears therefore to be 
no pressing necessity for the imposition 


of additional taxation in this year’s 
Budget. 


Now, the question has been raised over 
and over again as to whether our basis of 
taxation is broad enough, and whether a 
fair burden has been placed on the 
masses of the people of this country or 
not, and whether too large a burden has 
not been placed on the wealthier classes. 
The treatment that has been given to 


the wealthier classes by the right 
hon. Gentleman is, in my _ opinion, 
most singular. He has withdrawn 


the cheque tax, while, on the other hand, 
this corn tax, which reverses the true 
principle of taxation, inasmuch as _ it 
places the heaviest burden on_ those 
who are least able to pay is retained. 
The incidence of the corn tax is 
unequal and inequitable, and on those 


Mr. Joseph Walton. 
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grounds it is not in accordance with 
the sound principle of finance, which 
is, that everybody should be taxed in 
accordance with their ability to pay. 
With regard to taxation, I have taken 
out the figures for 1902-3, and I find 
the estimated income from customs 
excise and posts and telegraphs amounts 
to no less than £84,000,000, and a very 
large portion of this high sum comes 
out of the pockets of the masses of the 
people. For instance, of the new taxation 
imposed during the last three years, | 
find the tax on tea, tobacco, sugar, 
spirits, beer, and coal has amounted to 
no less than £33,500,000, and if we add 
the corn tax of £2,60'',000, £36,000,000 
will be largely paid by the working classes, 
On the other hand for the current amount 
paid by the wealthier portion of the 
community in income tax, death duties, 
stamps, land and house tax, and miscel- 
laneous taxes amounts to only £64,000,000 
as compared with the £84,000,000 to 
which | referred just now. 
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I oppose the Second Reading of the 
Finance Bill because I believe that the 
figures I have given show that the masses 
ot the people in this country have had 
already put upon their shoulders more 
than their full share of the burden the 
country has to bear at this moment. A 
great deal of heart-burning and a great 
deal of friction would have been avoided if 
this expenditure had been met by some 
scheme of a graduated income tax. 
There is no doubt the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Monmouth- 
shire made in connection with his death 
duties scheme, the greatest and most 
important financial departure that has 
been made in this generation, at least, 
and it would have been wise of the 
Chancellor of Exchequer, if instead of 
this corn tax, he had taken into con- 
sideration on this occasion some new 
scheme of a graduated income tax which 
could be equitably imposed on those who 
could afford to pay. 1 am told there would 
be great difficulty in the collection of a 
graduated income tax, and I do not deny 
that there may be difficulties, but I be 
lieve that we could overcome those diffi- 
culties, and that this question should be 
approached with a view to finding a satis- 
factory solution of them. Then there is 
a means of taxation which the right 
hon. Gentleman might have adopted, 
which would have provided a considerable 
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additional income to the National Ex- 
chequer. [allude to the taxation of ground 
values. There is no doubt that in the 
populous neighbourhood unoccupied land 
increases in value every year by reason of 
public improvements, and that a perfectly 
fair tax on it would bring a consider- 
able amount to the Exchequer. An 
ad wilorem duty of 1d. on £1 cer- 
tificates in connexion with the _for- 
mation of new companies, and a pro 
rata duty on certificates of a higher value 
might also have been levied. Then 
there is the question of a substan- 
tial tax or charge for a licence on 
motor cars, which are multiplying 
rapidly, and are propelled at sucha speed 
as to be a real danger to the public. I 
think we ought to impose a tax on 
them. This Finance Bill relates to 
the Customs, and making other arrange- 
ments for the financial necessities! of 
the year. There was one tax imposed 
last year which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer told us had not been found 
to work so disastrously tothe commercial 
interests of the coal trade as had been 
prophesied. But the conditions under 
which that trade is conducted have 
altered very materially since last year, 
and there are reasona!le grounds for 
asking that there should be added to 
the Finance Billa clause reducing the 
amount of that burden. We have 
now had a little time in which to as- 
certain exactly the operation of the tax. 
There were previously in force in foreign 
countries certain import duties on 
British coal—in France, 11}?d.; in 
Russia (Northern ports), 1s. 113d.; 
in Spain, 2s.; in Denmark, Is. ; and in 
Portugal, 1s. 63d.—as hindrances to 
successful trading in British coal. 
Unfortunately for the coal-owning in- 
dustry, prices have fallen enormously 
since last year. Coal which was being 
sold to railway companies at 16s. a ton 
eighteen months ago is now being sold at 
9s ; the same is true with regard to other 
classes of coal, and also of coke. 
producers of coal in Belgium, Germany, 
and France last year 
year before had so large a demand in 
their own cvuntries that they had no 
coal to export to neighbouring countries 
in competition with us. That condition 


of affairs has now changed. Trade is 
declining. The consumption of coal in 
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the different countries on the Continent 
has gone down, and in this country it 
| has decreased to an even greater extent. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer, in his 
Budget speech, gave figures to show 
that nearly 300,000 tons more of coal 
had been exported from this country 
in the first three months of this year, as 
compared with the corresponding period 
of last year. That is perfectly true, but, 
as knowing intimately the coal trade, | 
may explain that that is due to the fact 
that the demand at home was so much 
lessened that we were obliged to push our 
foreign trade. But that does not alter the 
fact. thatthe price the Germanand French 
coal producers are willing to accept in 
certain markets naturally influences the 
price we can get for our coal. I do not 
wish to make assertions without proof. 
Within the last two years the shipments 
of a particular colliery in my district to 
Hamburg has decreased from 70,000 to 
35,000 tons, to Holland from 15,000 
tons to nothing, to Belgium from 
120,000 to 50,000. The consequence is 
that that colliery is working only three 
days a week, with an increase cost 
of 9d. per ton, and the price realised 
barely covers the cost. They have 
certainly had the advantage of a reduc- 
tion in freights to the extent of about 6d. 
per ton, but even then, as I say, they 
are barely covering cost. 

As I urged in the discussions 
last year, this tax is unfair in its in- 
cidence. Why has the tax been imposed 
upon exported coal only? The collieries 
which do not export coal have actually 
made more money during the recent 
times of prosperity than the exporting 
collieries. If, as I pointed out last year, 
instead of this export duty, a duty of 
2d.—1d. payable by the colliery owner, 
and ld. by the royalty owner—were put 
on all coal, the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer would receive practically the 
same amount and the burden would be 
nil. If, as seems likely, there is a further 
fall in the price of coal, the colliery to 
which I have referred must inevitably be 
closed,and at least 1,000 men will bethrown 
out of employment. I am aware that from 
certain districts in Wales there has been 
an increase in the export of coal, but that 
is not the case in South Yorkshire or 
Durham and Northumberland. For in- 
stance, the export of coal in 1901 as com- 
| pared with 1900 decreased by 2,200,000 
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tons, but I admit that 1900 !was an 
abnormal year, and does not constitute a 
fair comparison. Then we are told that 
the exports during the first three months 


of this year rose 300,000 tons as com-| 


pared with the first three months of last 
year. That isa rise of 3-2 per cent., but 
at the same time the value diminished by 
14°6 percent. So far as the north-east 
ports are concerned in January of this 


year they showed a decrease in export of | 
coal to the Continent of no less than 


36,000 tons, and in February the decrease 
was 34,500 tons. These facts speak for 
themselves. What they tend to show is 
that, although in a time of great com- 
mercial prosperity and high prices, a 
burden such as this export duty on coal 
may be borne without serious injury if, 
as we anticipate, we are coming to a 
period of commercial depression and low 
prices, this tax will prove a very injuri- 
ous and unfair burden. The coal trade, 
having been somewhat prosperous of 
recent years, does not receive at the hands 
of the general community that considera- 
tion and really fair treatment which it 
ought to have. Particularly is the 
domestic consumer up in arms against 
the colliery owner. But what is the fact ? 
The collieries which supply the domestic 
consumer do not pay a single farthing of 
this tax. It is the exporting collieries, 
who in nine cases out of ten do not supply 
any coal for domestic purposes and are 
not getting the extravagant prices at 
which domestic coal has been maintained, 
who are hit by this tax. 


In addition to that, the method on 
which the income tax assessments are 


made presses very hardly at present on | 


colliery owners, inasmuch as they are 


assessed on the average of the preceding | 
five years, with an adjustment on the | 
average of the preceding three years. | 
That assessment at present includes the | 
recent years of very high prices, whereas | 
today in some cases no profits at all are | 


being made. I admit we gained an ad- 
vantage when we were basing our assess- 
ments on previous lean years, but un- 
fortunately that was when the income 
tax was 8d.in the pound, and now we are 
getting the disadvantage with the income 
tax at 1s. 3d. How it will work out on 
an average of years when we know the 
result of the next two years, I cannot say, 
but I think that, with trade declining, we 
have a fair case for pressing upon the 
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Chancellor of the Exchequer the desira- 
| bility of some reduction of the export 
| duty on coal, and I hope he will give the 
| matter his careful consideration. 


*(3.58.) Mr. CATHCART WATSON 
|(Orkney and Shetland): I agree with a 
great deal of what has fallen from the 
hon. Gentleman who has just spoken. 
He has introduced into the debate a 
certain amount of practical experience of 
life. With the exception of the speech 
just delivered, and the brilliant address 
of my hon. friend the Secretary to the 
Treasury, we have been living during 
this debate in an atmosphere of mysticism, 
an atmosphere of the past. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer almost apologised when intro- 
ducing his Budget imposing this registra- 
tion duty on corn, because he did not 
place upon posterity the same amount of 
taxation as was imposed during the 
Crimean war. But we have all to work 
out our own salvation, and what the 
people did in the past has absolutely 
nothing to do with us in the present day. 
It has been absolutely amusing to me to 
hear speeches delivered by right hon. 
Members on both sides with which the 
great names of Gladstone, Cobden and 
| Peel have been reproduced time after time 
with wearisome persistency. I yield to 
no man in my admiration of these men, 
but they lived under totally different. cir- 
cumstances than those under which we 
are living at the present day. In this 
debate the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
reminds me of a nigger driver lashing 
an unfortunate negro who was_ yelling 
vigorously, threw down his whip, crying 
out, “flog high or flog low, there's 
no pleasing you.” There is no way of 
pleasing us except by taking off the taxes. 
I much regret that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has given way to the financiers 
of the city with regard to the cheque 
tax. I think it was a reasonable and just 
imposition, and one which would have 
been felt by no one in the country. The 
great argument we have had during the 
last two days has been as to whether this 
tax is of a Free Trade or Protectionist 
character. Hon. Members have been most 
careful to explain. with hardly any excep- 
tion, that they are all Free Traders. That 
being so it is very little use explaining at 
further length my views upon this point. 
| Last evening the Leader of the Opposition 

















925 Finance 


wished to cross-examine the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer as to whether this tax 
had any connection with a new Canadian 
yolicy. 
to the Colonial view of this question, of 
wiich I know something, that we hold 
that this is a matter for the United King- 
dem, and it is of very little consequence 
to the Colonies what we do here. The 
matter is entirely one for the people of 
this country and for them only. 


It does not seem to be recognised that 
the areas which are open to our trade are 
growing smaller year by year and our 
limits are being gradually confined. In, 
the days of Cobden we practically con- 
trolled the whole of the seas and the 
whole world. How different are things 
at the present day. In a speech delivered 
last autumn the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Fife challenged any 
Protectionist to point to any country 


which had adopted Protection with credit , 


and profit to itself, and is reported to 
have said “I accept the challenge and 
point out to the right hon. Gentleman 
the United States of America.” I do not 
know why the right hon. Gentleman 
did not speak in the same strain in this 
House, because if he will give us the 
Protection which the United States of 
America has adopted every Protectionist 
will be satisfied. Ours is a greater 
Empire than the United States, but is 
there not more poverty in this country 
than in the United States? America 
has sueceeded beyond any other nation 
in the West in wealth and material 
prosperity. Is not the standard of 
living infinitely greater in the United 
States than here? And yet all this has 
been done under what hon. Gentlemen 
opposite call the policy of Protection, but 
which has proved to be a policy of self- 
interest and self-defence. 


What has struck me about this debate 
is the intense unreality of the speeches 
of right hon. Gentlemen and _ hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. In the course of 
his speech the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouthshire 
said that there were 1.000,000 paupers 
in this country out of 40,000,000, and 
that in London last month there were 
111,000 out of 4,500,000—and how many 
more !—whowere on the brink of starva- 
tion struggling not to become paupers. 
The hon. Member for Dumfries} used 


I should like to say with regard | 
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‘very similar words for speaking of 


poverty in the East End of London; he 
told us that— 


“Upon the very poor, upon people on the 
verge of starvation, so numerous as one-third 
of the population in the East End of London, 
this tax was cruel and inhuman.” 


I am perfectly certain that the right 
hon. Gentleman did not wish to impute 
motives of cruelty or inhumanity to 
Members on this side of the House, and 
it was merely a way of expressing dis- 
approval of the policy of the Government. 
Do hon. Members opposite in making 
these speeches—does the hon. Member 
for East Edinburgh in using the violent 
language he did use in regard to this 
tax—seriously consider where their 
arguments all lead them to? After fifty 
years of almost absolute peace, after fifty 
years of good trade, and fifty years of 
unparalleled prosperity, and doing 
nothing else but making money here 
we are in this country in the con- 
dition described by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Monmouth- 
shire, with an enormous proportion of 
the population on the vegre of 
starvation. 


Hon. Members say that all this is due 
to the imposition of a farthing tax upon 
a loaf. Is that nota remarkable position 
for them to take up? Do they not see 
where such worthless arguments lead 
to. With all this poverty existing, 
why did hon. Members opposite not 
tell the House about the hundreds 
of thousands of people who every 
night have nowhere to lay their heads ? 
And this after fifty years of Free 
Trade. [An Hon. Member: Then why 
tax their bread in addition ?] After all 
these years of Free Trade why do not some 
hon. Members tell us what state of decay 
our village life is in, and what is the 
condition of the workers in our villages. 
Hon. Members have spoken of the rate 
of wages in their respective districts. | 
have been told that in some districts 
men have to keep their wives and 
families on the miserable pittance of 12s. 
a week. [Cries of “No, no!"‘] Is that 
not a scandal in a great country like this 
after fifty years of Free Trade and un- 
exampled prosperity ? Surely we ought 
to long for the days of Cobden and 
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Bright again, in order to voice the suffer- 
ings of the struggling people of this 
country who are evidently dissatisfied 
with what they see going on around 
them. 

We see people living in luxury, and 
almost sensual vice going on worse than 
it was before, and it is this extraordinary 
political creed which has brought so much 
misery into the country. I see signs in 
the future of even far greater extrava- 
gance. Look at the extravagant sums 
now being spent in various ways by the 
wealthy waich might as well be thrown 
away. The result of the policy of the 
past has been to drive away your manu- 
factures into the hands of foreigners. 
That has been the effect of your Free 
Trade policy. We have a great future 
before us, but we can only succeed by 
looking facts in the face and by refusing 
to accept the doctrinesand principles of the 
past. It is nothing to us what people said 
in the past. We have the greatest rever- 
ence forthe Free Traders of the past, but we 
have now to look at matters which arise 
from our own standpoint. 


With regard to our Navy, it costs an 
enormous sum of money year by year. 
Why do we keep up this enormous Fleet 
and spend this enormous sum upon it ? 
I should be sorry to see the expenditure 
upon the Navy reduced by one shilling, 
and I would rather see it increased. Why 
do we keep up this enormous navy! 
For this reason that if it were not for 
our navy we should be in danger of 
starvation. We all look at history from 
different points of view, and my _ re- 
collection of the downfall of the Roman 
“Empire is that Slavery and Plutocracy 
ruined the Empire. People ceased to 
work for themselves; and instead of 
growing corn for themselves they began 
to import corn to an enormous extent. 
The result was that on the one hand 
the people lived in misery, on the other 
hand they lived in luxuryand vice. We 
shall have to take care that this country 
does not fall in the same way as the 
great Roman Empire, and if we do falliu 
this way weshall have no one to blame 
but ourselves, because we have not 
looked at matters in the manner in which 
they will affect the very lowest and 
humblest class in our midst. This tax 
is not a very serious one, and if we find 


that, as hon. Members predict, it presses | 


Mr. Catheart Watson. 
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hardly upon the widow and orphan, 
there is no needto have this tax again 
next year. I do not know that this 
view will be accepted, but I have not the 
slightest hesitation in giving my vote in 
favour of this Bill. 


(4.15.) Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
(Dundee): The hon. Gentleman who has 
just sat down began by pronouncing an 
impartial and comprehensive censure 
upon the whole of this debate. He told 
us that with one or two exceptions all the 
speeches appeared to be mysterious, un- 
real, and unpractical, and he illustrated 
his meaning by avowing himself as 
almost the only champion of Pro- 
tection and absolutely the only de- 
fender of the cheque tax in this 
House. I am not concerned in the 
censure pronounced by the hon. Gentle- 
man, because I have taken no part in the 
proceedings on the Budget hitherto at 
all. In the few observations I desire to 
submit to the House, I shall speak from 
the point of view of a great industrial 
constituency, upon which the enactments 
of this Budget will fall with peculiar 
severity. I am not going into the corn 
tax. I have refrained from speaking 
upon that because my objection to this 
Budget applies to pretty nearly all the 
taxes, including, | might almost say, the 
addition to the income tax. I ought to 
say, to begin with, that I accept the 
declaration of principle which was made 
last night by the hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary to the Treasury, repeating in 
different terms the statement made by 
almost every Government speaker. The 
Secretary to the Treasury wound up a 
very interesting speech by saying this: 
He could not believe that those who 
approved of the policy which the Govern- 
ment had been carrying on would grudge 
their contribution to the expenditure in- 
volved, or would expect to have all the 
advantages of empire without bearing any 
portion of the expenses. I accept that 
statement, but I cannot accept the con- 
clusion that has been drawn from it by 
every speaker on the Government side, 
that the working class in particular have 
approved of the policy of the war, and 
that, therefore, they ought not to grudge 
the imposition of the corn tax. I speak 
as the representative of a great many 
working men in this House, and I demur 
to the statement that the working classes 
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as a whole, or the working classes even | necessity of taxing the bread, tea, and 
by a majority, have expressed their appro- | sugar of the peop'e. Some of those 
val of this war policy. The war was | sources of revenue have been named 
begun, and the policy entered upon, with- | already, and no answer hag been given 
out their having any opportunity of being to any of the suggestions which have 
consulted at all,and when the Government | heen made. I venture to say that the 
dissolved Parliament, as it did in the | Chancellor of the Exchequer, or some 
autumn of 1900, it took care to member of the Government, ought to 
dissolve at a tim» which necessarily dis- tell us why they have taxed tea, sugar, 
franchised a large portion of the working and bread, and the incomes of the people, 
class. In my own constituency we and have avoided those sources of public 
found that an eighth of the electorate revenue which would not involve any 
was disfranchised by the time at which taxation at all. One obvious recourse 
the election was held, and that eighth would be to those doles which were re- 
naturally and necessarily belonged to enacted last year for the agricultural 
the working classes, and accordingly I class. I say that, rather than tax sugar, 
do not accept asa defence of the corn bread, and other necessaries of life, the 
tax or any other tax the allegation that right hon. Gentleman ought to have 
the working classes approved of the war proposed to call back those doles, and 
policy. That defence absolutely fails, for thereby have evaded the necessity for 
this reason: that the tax falls with the new taxation of this kind. There is the 
most crushing severity upon those who question of ground values, to which the 
could never have approved of the policy hon. Member behind me has referred. 
of the war because they have no votes {An Hon. Member: That would be 
at all. Those upon whom this tax will |ocal taxation.] The taxation from 
fall with greatest severity arethe voteless ground values would go to the local 
and the voiceless ones in this country. communities, but the Government could 
In my own constituency not long ago | take from them the Imperial subventions 
I took part in what threatened to bea) which they have at present, so that the 
great local strike. Hon. Members who taxation of ground values would neces- 
are not acquainted with industrial | sarily go in aid of the Imperial Ex- 
constituencies may be surprised when | | chequer, and would do away with the 
tell them that the whole matter was a | necessity of taxing such necessaries of 
dispute over 6d. a week to the employees | Jife as the Budget proposes to tax. 
in the jute trade. The very smallness; | come now to more debatable ground. 
of the sum shows how severely such an | am gorry that the hon. Gentleman 
increase as is now to take place on the| who spoke last has left the House, 
necessaries of life, coming on the top of because I know that he takes a great 
the taxes on tea and sugar, must fall—on | interest in the suggestion that | am 
women in particular, but upon all classes | about, not for the first time, to make 
of poor labourers, of whom there are | jn all seriousness to the House, and [ 
many examples in the constituency I make it on the terms which I have 
represent. | quoted from the speech yesterday of the 
I pass now to state what appears'to | °eretary to the a - The sugges- 
ine to be the great blot of this financial | tion I make is that at this moment it is 
scheme. It appears to me to bea serious | the duty of the Government to ask our 
criticism to make upon it, that it lays all | 87¢4t self-governing colonies to make their 
those taxes upon the necessaries of life, | due contribution to the expenditure of the 
and deliberately—I was going to sa proved aaa a ax ee Zs 
° = Fy 0 i nn 
contumaciousl y—evades sources of public | sh os eiakionsite thats the Chasedller of 


re ich d t d d A Seta 
aes ok I “will fo Mg the Exchequer himself. This is what he 
said five years ago— 


business today to prove to the House 
and the country that there are| « AsChancellor of the Exchequer, I am bound 
sources of revenue which the Chan-| to put before you the fact that 40,000,000 people 

of the United Kingdom pay £22,000,000 a year 
cellor of the en hae ich for the cost of our common Navy, while 
touched at all, and by avoiding which | 19,900,000 people of the -ame race pay a few 


he has laid upon _ himself the| thousands a year and find but very few men. 
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That cannot and ought not to be the permanent | 
situation of the relations between the great 
self governing colonies and the United King- | 
dom. That cannot and ought not to be the | 
permanent settlement of the arrangements 
between the great self-governing colonies and | 
the United Kingdom.” 

Since these words were uttered the ex- 
penditure on the Navy has gone up from 
£22,000,000 to £34,000,000 at the 
present time, and not a single advance 
has been made towards a colonial con- 
tribution. Surely when the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer five years ago declared 
that, so far as the Navy was concerned, 
this contribution ought to be made, he 
ought in this year, when he is proposing, 
in order to meet that expenditure, to 
tax the necessaries of life for the poorest 
of the community, to have been able 
to tell us that he has made some 
attempts to make these contributions, 
or that he was going to make some 
attempts, or, at all events, that he 
has some explanation or reason why 
the principle laid down five years ago 
has never yet been put into practical 
effect. I will not dwell on _ this 
particular item, because I know that 
there is going to be a Conference 
of the representatives of the Colonies 
held soon, where I suppose that this 
and many other things will be discussed. 
| hope that we shall have from the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer the assur- 
ance that this question has not gone 
back, and that, in spite of what has 
been said by certain eminent colonial 
representatives, the Chancellor, as repre- 
senting the Government, will stick by 
his principles, and submit to them the 
desirability and the propriety of making 
some contribution, at all events, to the 
expenditure of the force, which does 
not exist alone, as the hon. Member 
said, to protect the food of the people 
of this country, but which exists in 
equal degree for every one of our self- 
governing colonies, so that whatever 
contribution they may pay in this re- 
spect will be nothing more than payment 
for services rendered. 

There is another and less agreeable 
aspect of this question on which I should 
like to say a word or two. We have to 
meet by means of this taxation not only 
the normal expenditure on the Navy, 
hut the special expenditure caused by the 
war, and I call in the aid again of the, 


Mr. Edmund Llobertson. 
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eloquent words of my hon. friend the 
Secretary to the Treasury. I agree with 
him, and I say that I cannot believe that 
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those who have approved of the policy 


the Government have been carrying on 
will grudge a contribution to the 
expenditure involved, or will ex- 
pect all the advantages of the 
empire without bearing any portion 
of the expense. Do not these words 
apply equally to the colonies as to the 
people of this country? Do they not 
apply more to the colonies in general 
than they ao to the working classes 
of this country? The working 
classes of this country have authorised 
no man to say in their name that they 
approve of this policy of the war. Som 
of our great self-governing colonies have 
done so. We have been reading during 
the last year many declarations made 
by colonial statesmen, exceeding in 
strength even those that come from the 
members of the Government at home— 
declarations that we have shown too 
much leniency to the enemy, and ‘hat 
the war should be fought toa finish. | 
am going to refer to one of those state- 
ments by a gentleman who has made 
himself most conspicuous in the matter. 
The colonial statesman to whom I refer 
is Mr. Seddon. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON: Theright 
hon. Mr. Seddon. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : It was 
from no want of respect that I referred to 
him as Mr. Seddon, but simply because 
it is not the habit inthis House 
to speak otherwise. I speak of 
him with perfect respect, and _ if 
I deal with his opinions, it is from 
no disrespect to the gentleman himself. 
Being the Premier of a great self-govern- 
ing colony, his words are entitled to 
respectful consideration. In the name 
of the colony he denounced all those in 
this country who were opposed to the 
war. I shall only quote one sentence of 
Mr. Seddon’s. A meeting took place at 
Wellington, New Zealand, on April 14th, 
when Mr. Seddon was setting forth on 
his mission to this country. I believe 
that he is now engaged in a mission in 
South Africa. At that meeting the 
Chief Justice, Sir Robert Stout, vouched 
for Mr. Seddon in this way. He said— 
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‘“ He is leaving for England, there to express, 
on behalf of us as one community, our entire 
unanimity in regard to the justice and necessity 
of this unfortunate war.” / 
That is the extra-judicial declaration 
of the authenticity of Mr. Seddon’s 
credentials for coming to this country. 
Mr. Seddon himself said— 
‘*We are as determined as ever that peace 
can only come as the result of unconditional 
surrender.” 


That is the message from New Zealand 
to the people of this country. Now, 
what ! have got to say about it is that 
no Prime Minister would be justified in 
using this language unless he had the 
colony behind him; and no colony is 
justified in allowing that language to be 
used in its name unless it is prepared to 
accept its full share of the expenditure 
on the war, and to range itself alongside 
the people of this country. That is the 
proposition I lay down. Has any colony 
done that ? Let me say I fully appreciate 
the gallantry of the colonial soldiers who 
have gone to the front and fought in 
this controversy. I fully and admiringly 
acknowledge their services; but I no 
more admit that their presence in the 
field absolves their country from 
paying a share of the expense 
of the war than that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer should allow me to get off the 
payment of the Income Tax _be- 
cause twenty or thirty of my 
Scotch constituents had gone _ to 
the front. Speeches have been made by 
hon. and right hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
and leaders have appeared in the papers 
setting forth that the colonies having 
declared in favour of the war we must 
consult them as to the terms of settle- 
ment. That being so, I hold that the 
Governments of the colonies ought to 
accept the consequences of that position, 
and one of the consequences of that 
position is that before you levy this tax 
upon the necessaries of subsistence of the 
very poorest in this country, many of 
whom are against the war, but who have 
ho opportunity of voting against it, you 
should go to the colonies and ask them to 
pay some share of the great burden placed 
on this country. 

The only source of non-taxed revenue 
to which I shall call the attention 
of the House is of a different character 
altogether. This, again, is no 
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subject to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. We have in this country one of 
the vastest, one of the most lucrative, | 
was going to say one of the most corrupt- 
ing, monopolies known in any civilised 
country. One of our reasons for going 
to war with the Republic of the Transvaal, 
a foreign State, was that a corrupt oli- 
garchy had established there improper 
monopolies. Why, that is what we are 
doing now, and what we have been doing 
in this country for more than a genera- 
tion. The monopoly to which I refer is 
a monopoly which is growing in value 
and mischief every day. It is in the 
hands of a restricted number of people 
who are allowed to trafiic in drink—I 
mean the licensed victuallers. [ am not 
attacking an actual seller across the 
counter, who in many cases has nothing 
to do with the monopoly ; but those men 
who own the licences, brewers and others, 
who largely profit by the monopoly. It is 
my business to show to the House how 
vast is that monopoly, and how that source 
of revenue is free almost from the 
suspicion of taxation. The duty on a 
publican’s licence has been fixed for many 
years, and every temperance reform 
has only had the effect of making 
the publican’s monopoly the more 
dangerous, because every licence ‘de- 
stroyed through the influence of temper- 
ance agitation only adds to the value 
of those that remain. This has been 
the case, in a very marked degree, in 
London and Birmingham. I submit 
to the House that this is a large mono- 
poly, the whole value of which belongs to 
the public, and is just as much public 
property as are the Crown lands; and 
that it is an evasion of our duty to 
suffer this vast, valuable property to 
remain in private pockets. More than 
that, | maintain that it is a shameful 
evasion of our duty that, in order to 
relieve the pockets of these monopolists, 
we go to people with 13s. a week wages, 
and take from them a little bread, tea, 
and sugar. 

I will only give one crucial example 
of what I mean. Hon, Members 
are familiar with the prospectus 
of a new Company, calling itseli The 
Public House Trust. It is being estab- 
lished in many parts of thecountry. The 
originator of that Trust is Earl Grey, 
who was led to make this fruitful 
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new | suggestion by an experience of his own, 
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which he has narrated in a letter to 
The Times. In his neighbourhood there 
had sprung up a new mining village, 
where it became a matter of certainty 
that a public house would sometime be 
established. Lord Grey himself applied 
for the licence, which was thereupon 
given to him. Within a week his Lord- 
ship was informed that he might have 
£10,000 for that licence, if he chose to 
transfer it, although he had not spent 
one single fa hing in connection with it. 
£10,000 was the value of the monopoly 
handed over to Lord Grey on that occa- 
sion. Now, why was it worth anybody’s 
while to pay £10,000 for the licence ? 
There are two reasons. One is that the 
licences are restricted in number by the 
licensing authorities ; the other is that 
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the licence duties are so low that the | 
monopoly is in no sense taxed at all—so | 


low, that this would-be purchaser from 
Lord Grey could afford to pay £10,000, 
not for the freehold of the license, for it 
has to be annually renewed, but for the 


chance of its being renewed, and that | 


the present small licence duty will be 
continued by a sympathetic Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. I put it to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
this is a satisfactory state of affairs 
for this country. 


the question of vested rights, but 





Bill. 


236 


have plied the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer with Questions on this subject, 
but I have had no answer as to the value 
of this: monopoly. I, therefore, have had 
to investigate the subject for myself, and 
make calculations as to the extent of the 
value of the mu opoly, as far as I have 
been able. In my own constituency | 
have consulted the most experienced 
valuer of lieences, and he tells me that 
fifty years ago the value of the licences 
in Dundee was a negligable quantity, 
Today he tells me that their monopoly 
value—not including any property, but 
the mere value the licences—is £50,000 per 
annum. It is larger in some towns, no 
doubt, than in others, but my own guess 
is that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
could, with perfect safety—of course, it 
is a mere conjecture—rely on taking 
£6,000,000 a year from these licences, 
That is a low estimate compared with the 
calculations I have received. At all 
events, I have no doubt that if he simply 
doubled the licences, which would not 
affect anybody injuriously, and would 
not touch the price of commodoties at all, 


| —it is only the monopoly I want to get at 


I will not argue | 


Ido maintain that the licensed victualler | 


has no vested interest in the continuance 
of the licence duty at the ridiculously low 
rate at which it now stands. I submit 
that I have proved that there is here a 
source of public revenue which has not 
been touched, and which ought to be 
exhausted before the neeessaries of life of 
the poorest people in the country are 
taxed. In the remarkable book 
published by Messrs. Rowntree and 
Shirwill many instances are given of the 
large amounts paid for a licence, one 
reaching to £50,000. I could give many 
reasons why this monopoly should be 
attacked. 1 might point to its corrupt- 
ing influence, for if you took away this 
monopoly value from the licensed 
victualler by increasing the licence duties, 
so as to exhaust the monopoly value, all 
the difficulties in regard to compensation 
would vanish. There would be no 
necessity to pay compensation, except for 
the goodwill of the business and disturb- 


ance, which I would willingly grant. I, 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 


—he could raise another -£1,500,000. 
These are not duties, nor taxes. It is 
absurd to call by the name of a tax that 
which capitalists are willing to give from 
£10,000 to £50,000 for the privilege of 
paying. The time is coming when some- 
thing must -be done to take for public 
services this large source of public 
revenue, and which is as much _ public 
revenue as Crown lands. 


I have only one word more to say. 
A great deal has been said about 
broadening the basis of taxation by 
way of defence of indirect taxation. 
It seems to me to be forgotten, especi- 
ally by hon. Members opposite, that 
a large section of our people are not 
in a position to bear any taxation at all, 
and that they ought not to be taxed. I 
am accepting the principle laid down by 
that great economist, my friend and 
leader, John Stuart Mill, viz., that the 
State should allow a necessary margin for 
subsistence before taxing anybody at all, 
and should only tax the citizen upon the 
excess of his income over that margin. 
John Stuart Mill’s margin was £50 a 
year, or £1 a week. I am afraid that 
would possibly be too high a margin. I 


find that that great statistician, Sir 
Robert Giffen, states that the entire 
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income of the working classes, when he 
last calculated it, was just £50 a year. 
The whole amount paid in wages, divided 
by the number of workers, gave that 
result. Of course, there are millions of 
workmen who get more than that, and 
who ought to be taxed on their margin ; 
but millions more—how many no man 
knows—-get much less ; to tax them at all 
isa cruel injustice, and to add to their 
taxation is, in my humble opinion, a 
wicked wrong. But if we are to have 
indirect taxation, we cannot avoid taxing 
these people. I object to the increase of 
indirect taxation, because it does increase 
the misery of that class ; at the same time, 
we cannot do without some kind of 
indirect taxation. But I maintain that 
if we must take from the too small 
resources of those who ought not 
to be taxed at all, then we impose on 
ourselves the duty of giving it back to 
them in some way or other. They 
have it back in part in education, 
and that leads me to believe that we 
ought to pay for education out of the 
Imperial Exchequer altogether. Beyond 
that, there is another step you have to 
take. If you increase, as you are increas- 
ing, the amount of taxation which is not 
morally unjustifiable, but which is econo- 
mically inevitable, then you re-visit on 
yourselves the demand you took up in 
a lightsome mood some years ago on 
behalf of these people—that, at all events, 
their closing years should be made pas- 
sably comfortable by old age pensions. 
‘Hon. Members: Hear, hear.| Hon. 
Gentlemen cheer that, but the time 
which is selected by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer for putting these addi- 
tional burdens on those who ought not 
to bear any burden at all, is the very 
time when he and all his colleagues have 
repudiated and disowned the old age 
pension scheme on which they came into 
office seven years ago. 


(4.50.) Mr. JAMES HOPE (Brightside, 
Sheffield) : [ had intended this afternoon 
to have endeavoured to convert this 
House to the principle of a 10 per cent. 
import duty on foreign manufactured 
goods, but I find great obstacles in my 
way. In the first place, I do not find 


evidence of a proper philosophical spirit 
in the House; the prevailing sp rit 
appears to be rather to think of obtaining 
along holiday than to discuss economic 


{14 May 1902} 





Bill. 


truths. In thesecond place, I admit that 
the imposition of the corn duty raises a 
somewhat serious but temporary preju- 
dice against the principle I advocate. That 
tax is a tax for revenue, but if I were 
Chancellor of the Exchequer a tax on 
corn would be the very last with which I 
would begin if 1 wished to initiate a 
Protective system. Therefore, I cannot at 
all share the elation which was dis- 
played by my hon. and gallant colleague 
at the imposition of this tax, because [ 
think it places a serious obstacle, in public 
opinion, against the realisation of the 
principle of other Customs duties which 
he and I hold. It was a taunt made 
against those who hold my opinion, in 
yesterday's debate. that we preserved 
deliberate silence during the discussion of 
the corn tax. Speaking for myself, I 
confess I was suffering from an acute 
form of what [I may call oratorical 
constipation during that debate. | 
recognised that the circumstances of the 
moment did not enable me to obtain 
relief until now, but I shall certainly 
pursue my postulate onthe next stage of 
this Bill. 
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*Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, 
N.): It is surprising that it is not until 
the third day in this debate that the Pro- 
tectionists have raised their voice in this 
House. At any rate, we have now dis- 
covered that there are a certain number 
of avowed Protectionists on the other 
side. I find a difficulty in dealing 
with this Budget, from the fact that 
we have to. distinguish between 
temporary, or war, expenditure and _per- 
manent expenditure. Fortunately, the 
distinction is not one difficult to make, 
but it is necessary to make it if weare to 
form any opinion on the declared policy 
of the Party opposite. I find in this 
Budget that the estimated revenue for 
the current year is close on £153,000,000, 
and that the estimated expenditure—I 
refer to peace expenditure orly— is 
£124,500,000. Subtracting one from the 
other, we get a surplus of £28,500,000, a 
sum which under ordinary circumstances, 
would be available for the repeal of 
taxation if the war were over. But we 
have first of all to make a heavy deduc- 
tion, because in this year’s Estimates the 
amount for the National Debt service is 
only £18,360,000. When the war is over, 
that sum will obviously have to be very 
ss 
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largely increased proportionate to the large 


increase inthe Debt. In 1874 Sir Stafford | 


Northcote first established a fixed Debt 
charge. The National Debt was then 
£769,000,000, and he fixed the charge at 
£28,000,000. Two successive Conservative 
Chancellors of the Exchequer reduced that 
charge—first to £25,000,000, and then to 
£23,000,000; and it stood at the latter 
figure when the Debt had been reduced 
to £627,000,000. Today the Debt is 
£786,000,000, and, whatever may be the 
difference of view as to the proper provi- 
sion to be made for the repayment of the 
Debt, I do not think that anyone will argue 
that the present Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer should take a less heroic view than 
was taken by Sir Stafford Northcote in 
1874. [know that some reduction might 
be urged on the ground that the interest 
today is only 2} per cent., as against 3 per 
cent in 1874; but we have to. remember 
that we are under a duty to make greater 
efforts at the present time to reduce our 
debt, as we are in more fierce competition 
for the supremacy of international trade 
than we were in 1874, when we held the 
lead practically unchallenged. I do not 
think, therefore, that it is an over-cautious 
estimate that we should replace the fixed 
charge for the National Debt service at 
£28,000,00. That will compe! us to add 
over £9,500,000 to the present estimated 
expenditure, and will reduce our apparent 
surplus from £28,500,000 to £18,750,000, 
available for the reduction of taxation. 
That is not all. After the war is over, 
there will not only be increased pay for the 
Navy, and an additional charge for 
education, both of which can probably 1 e 
met by the natural expansion of revenue, 
but there will be an inevitable charge for 
the government of the two new colonies. 
I have endeavoured to put that estimate 
as low as I can, and to allow for no more 
than an occupying force of 20,000 men at 
the cost of the Imperial Government, and 
i find in the Report of Sir David Barbour 
thatthecost of 20,000men in South Africa 
would be £5,000,000 a year. Deduct 
that from the surplus of £18,750,000, 
and we have a final sum of £13,750,000 
available for the reduction of taxation 
after the war is over. 


So far, what [ have stated rests upon 
figures which can hardly be disputed, and 
contains no estimate whatever, except the 


very moderateestimatefor the gove ronment | 
of the Orange River and Transva aal | 


Mr. McKenna. 
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Colonies. Now I come to what, in its 
nature, must be speculation, but a specula- 
tion which I think the House will agree 
is sufficiently based on obvious facts te 
be accurate. What will be the taxes thet 
will be repealed when the war is over 

If any hon. Member will take the 
trouble to read the Bill we are now discus- 
sing, he will see that certain of the 
additional duties on tea, tobacco, beer, 
and spirits are for one year only, whereas 
the main duties on all the articles named, 
with the exception of tea, are per- 
manent. It is not, therefore, much 
of an assumption to suppose that 
it is the intention of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, as soon as the war is 
over, to take off the additional taxes 
which are imposed for one year only, 
I am strengthened in that assump- 
tion by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer’s frequent reiteration that the 
revenue-producing power of taxation 
on beer and tobacco is very neariy 
exhausted. If these additional taxes 
are repealed, they will absorb nearly 
£6,500,000. But, acting onthe declared 
principle of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, that for every  reduc- 
tion of indirect taxation there must 
be a corresponding reduction of 
direct taxation in order to maintain 
general equality between them, we 
may expect that he will take 3d. off the 
income tax as an equivalent to the re- 
duction in indirect taxation. That will 
absorb £7,500,000, which, added to the 
sums I have already given, will swallow up 
the wholeof theexistingsurplus. My caleu- 
lation is based on the terms of the Bill, and 
upon the declared poli«y of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. Some such caleula- 
tion is necessary if we are to understand 
what is the settled financial policy of the 
Party opposite. We have, then, this 
result. We have to face an income tax 
of 1s. in the pound, a corn tax, a sugar 
tax, and a coal tax, as permanent 
imposts on the people of this country. 
If we accept this Bill, we must make up 
our minds for these taxes, be there 
peace or be there war. 

That is the price we have paid for 
seven years of government by Lord 
Salisbury, assisted by right hon. Gentle- 
men opposite. I am not arguing whether 
the price is worth it or not; no doubt 
hon. Gentlemen opposite will think that 
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they have had value for their money, but 
there stands the fact that that is the price 
they have paid; and if they think they 
have had value, so let it be. I will not 
take that consolation from them, provided 
they will mend their ways in future. Do 
not let them think, however, that that is 
all they have paid for seven years of Lord 
Salisbury’s government. During the 
period this Government have been in 
otlice, we have had a magnificent revenue. 
Calculated on the basis of taxation when 
Lord Salisbury came into office, the 
natural expansion of the revenue during 
the last seven years, up to the end of 
1901-2, has been no less than £24,000,000 
a year. That means that we have had 
an additional £24,000,000 of increased 
revenue, and £20,000,000 of additional 
taxation to spend. Where has all the 
money gone? There are £44,000,000 
in all to account for. We are all for a 
strong Navy, and since 1895 we have 
spent an additional £14,000,000 a year 
on the Navy. We are all for better 
education, and since 1895 we have 
alded £3,000,000 to its annual cost. I 
do not think, in either case, the money 
has been spent to advantage. We will 
allow, however, that £17,000,000 has been 
creditably spent, and we have to allow a 
further £3,000,000 a year for the in- 
creased charge for the debt. Altogether 
that amounts to £20,000,000, out of 
£44,000,000 of added expenditure. 
Where has the other £24,000,000 gone ? 
Where can we find in administrative 
improvements any justification for the 
expenditure of such a vast revenue as 
£24,000,000 a year? A large amount has 
gone to the War Office, but are hon. Gentle- 
men Opposite satistied with that expendi- 
ture? We have spent also a great deal 
on Foreign Office wars on the East Coast 
of Africa, and Colonial Office wars on the 
West Coast of Africa, and we shall con- 
tinue to spend a great deal of money on 
wars of that sort so long as the self-im- 
portance of these Civil Departments is 
fostered by allowing them to keep armies 
under their control. We have thrown 
away £250,000 on Wei-hai-Wei to save 
our face. But if we want to find where 
the money has largely gone. we must go 
carefully through the Estimates. There 
we shall find item after item, like the no- 
torious one of the salaries of the Law 
Officers of the Crown, in which you will 
see additional expenditure, small in 


amount, but covering so vast a number of 
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items that the total has contributed con- 
siderably to absorb the £24,000,000 I have 
named. I[ will not refer to another item, 
which has cost us millions—it has been 
mentioned frequently—I mean doles. The 
Government, which takes as its principle 
not to forget its friends, cannot be 
expected to overlook their claims in the 
matter of doles. All this has happened dur- 
ing the seven years in which we have had 
a declared economist at the Treasury. 


If we are to have the Party opposite in 
power, Lam bound to say that for thesake 
of the nation I am infinitely glad that we 
should have the present Chancellor of the 

<xchequer at the head of the Treasury, 
for undoubtedly he has, time after time, 
done his utmost to resist the extravagant 
tendencies to’ which he is subjected. 
But what has been his case? Year after 
year he has told us that he is helpless to 
resist this increase of expenditure. He 
attributes the pressure to the whole 
House. We, perhaps, with more,justice, 
may attribute the pressure to the dead 
weight of Party habit, which inevitably 
ends in extravagance when a Conservative 
Government is in office. This is not the 
first experience we have had of this. It 
is not many years ago since Lord 
tandolph Churchill resigned because he 
could not introduce economy, and the pres- 
ent Chancellor of the Exchequer has re- 
tained his office only at the cost of sur- 
rendering position after position to the 
assaults made upon him from his own 
side of the House against what they are 
pleased to term the parsimony of the 
Treasury. If there had been a different 
result of seven years of Conservative 
government, I should certainly have been 
very much surprised. Hon. Gentlemen 
may call it a prejudice, but it is a preju- 
dice I hold very strongly, that when a 
Conservative Government is in office you 
will have increased expenditure and in- 
creased taxation. If, after seven years of 
this Government, we had had reduced 
taxation and an annual surplus, I should 
be wrong in my belief or prejudice—call 
it which you please. But our expectations 
have been realised, and realised in a way 
which is most painful to the people, by 
the re-imposition of a tax on their food. 
If we consider this Budget in the light of 
recognising that the bread tax, the sugar 
tax, and the coal tax are to be permanent, 
is this House prepared to accept it? We 
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have heard very much of the cant phrase 
of widening the basis of taxation. There 
is only one basis of taxation—the tax- 
payer ; and widening the basis of taxation, 
in the mouths of those who use the 
phrase, only means that they wish to 
transfer the burden of taxation from the 
comparatively well-to-do to the shoulders 
of the less well-to-do taxpayer. There is no 
other meaning in it. What is the prospect 
which this widening of the basis of tax- 
ation offers to us? When, next year, and 
every successive year, the Treasury gapes 
wider and wider, how can we not expect 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
will build on this new basis of taxation, 
and that the $d. on sugar will become 1d.. 
andthe ls. on corn 5s? If this corn tax 
were in truth only to be a temporary tax, 
a war tax, as appeared to be suggested by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer at an 
earlier stage in this debate, then it would 
be contrary to the admirable principle 
laid dewn by him in words which I 
will quote— 

“TIT do not think it wise to make small 
changes in our system of taxation, which, 
even if defensible in themselves, would harass 
and disturb the complex and delicate fabric of 
our trade.” 


This is a small change in our system 
of taxation. It will harass and disturb 
the complex and delicate fabric of our 
trace, and all for the sake of bringing in 
£2,500,000in a Budget of £153,000,000. 
Is it worth it, if the tax is to stand 
alone? But if this tax is to be the 
basis on which the right hon. Gentleman 
may build in the future, if it is to be 
the easiest and readiest means of bring- 
ing in revenue, then we have to deal 
with it in altogether another way. Our 
judgment on this Budget must depend 
largely on whether we recognise and 
believe that it is a permanent Budget, 
and whether this new imposition is going 
to be made to press in the future still more 
heavily on the people. I dread this tax for 
its present hardship ; I dread it far more 
because of the temptation it will offer to 
future Chancellors of the Exchequer to 
increase that hardship; and I am not in 
the least reconciled to it by the only 
argument offered by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer in its defence that 
thirty-three years ago another Chancellor 
of the Fxchequer, with the approval of 
the nation, thought it wise to repeal it. 


Mr. McKenna. 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 


We are toldthat money must be found 
somewhere. We on this side of the 
House have long held the view that the 
Exchequer could be enriched by the 
retention of certain revenues now 
handed over to local authorities if local 
finance were buttressed by the rating 
of ground values, and as my hon. friend 
the Member for Dundee has suggested 
a profitable revenue might be raised 
from the sale, instead of the free grant, 
of licences. These are two sources of 
revenue which would supply our im- 
mediate wants, but the one permanent 
remedy for taxation lies in economy of ad- 
ministration. We shall never get that as 
long as the present Government remains 
in oftice, let the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer strive as he may. Experience, the 
best of all guides, has shown us during the 
last century that when that Party is in 
office we wet increased taxation and 
extravagant expenditure. If we are to 
make our finances balance, and be in a 
position to repeal taxation, we must 
revert to the principles which still sur- 
vive on this side of the House—the 
principles of economy in finance and 
efficiency in administration—which do 
not mean “running the Empire on 
the cheap.” They have made this 
great Empire, with its magnificent re- 
sources, resources now, unhappily, 
so rapidly squandered by hon, Gentle- 
men opposite, which were inherited from 
the great work done by the Liberal 
administrators of the past. 
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*(5.18.) Sir M. HICKS BEACH: 
The hon. Member has favoured us 
with a general review of the past ex- 
penditure of the country anda prophecy 
of the future of our finances. He has 
taken a view which is very common on 
his side as to the causes of our expendi- 
ture. Heis good enough to credit me with 
a desire for economy, and with so much, 
at any rate, of usefulnessin my present 
position that he would sooner see me 
Chancellor of the Exchequer than any- 
body else on this side of the House. 
But he considers that I am_ over- 
borne by my colleagues and _ political 
friends, and that in spite of myself the 
expenditure has grown to its present 
proportions. I will only say that the 
views of the hon. Member on this 
subject are entirely unfounded. If 
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I had not concurred in the ex- 
penditure, I should not now be! 


standing at this Table. I concurred in 
it because I believed it to be necessary. 
I have resisted many proposals of which 
the hon. Gentleman says nothing, but 
those proposals have not by any means 
always come from my colleagues or from 
those on this side of the House. Time 
after time in the course of the past 
six years proposals of various kinds 
for increased expenditure have been 
made by hon. Members sitting on the 
opposite side—proposals for additional 
pay or pensions for Civil servants, for 
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Post Office and Dockyard employees, as. 
well as additional grants for education | 


of all kinds; and even today we have 
heard it suggested that the whole cost of 
education ought to be defrayed by the 
Exchequer. In the course of the last few 
weeks my hon. friend representing the 
Post Office in this House has had to 
resist the claim, urged with almost 
complete unanimity, for some great ex- 
penditure on the telegraphic service to 
Scotland, which would have been another 
addition to the Budget of the present 
year. 
Member for all the expenditure of the 


We are blamed by the hon. | 


country, as if it were entirely our fault. | 
He admits that the country has had a} 


magnificent revenue ; he admits that the 
revenue has largely increased in the past 
few years. But that, of course, is not 
toour credit; that is to the credit of 
those who sit on the Benches opposite. 
I will not detain the House by going 
further into that argument, because | 
know they are anxious to conclude this 
debate. But this I may say with regard 
to the future. 
been good enough to sketch out for me, 
or for some one else, a Budget when the 
war is over and the time for a reduction 
of taxation has come; and he has pro- 
pounded.a theory that I have made up 
my mind to reduce certain taxes, to 
retain others, and, in fact, that I have 
practically settled now what the Budget 
will be next year. 


The hon. Member has | 


Member that I have not been guilty of | 


such a foolish anticipation. When the 


war is over—and we hope it may soon | 


be over—and when the time comes for 
areduction of taxation, then also will 


come the time for a full consideration of | 
the whole financial position of the’ 


Bill. 


/country, and the burden on the tax- 
payers generally, what shall be decreased 
and what shall remain. 

There are two speeches in regard to 
which [ will venture to say a few words. 
The hon. Member for Barnsley hovered 
over any number of subjects in con- 
nection with taxation. He began by 
dealing with the whole fiscal system 
of the country, and suggested that we 
ought to impose a charge on the Cape 
and Natal by way of contribution to the 
expenses of the war. Then he went on 
to discuss a graduated income tax, 
a penny on share certificates, finally 
settling down on what! think was the 
real object of his speech—the coal tax. 
He asked me to reduce the coal tax in 
the present Budget. I cannot consider 
the reduction of taxation, and I am 
certain that another year ought to elapse 
before any one can tell what the effect 
of the coal tax may be. I was glad to 
find that the hon. Member did not 
suggest the abolition of the tax. He 
suggested that the shilling export duty 
on cual had rather stimulated the export 
of coal in the first three months of the 
present year, and, that being so, it should 
be altered—— 


246 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: What I said 
was that the increased export of coal to 
foreign countries was due to the fact 
that the demand had so decreased at 
home that we were driven to push our 
foreign trade, in spite of having to. 
accept Is. less than we would otherwise 
have obtained in consequence of the coal 
tax, in order to keep the collieries going. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : He went on 
to suggest that I had better increase the 
home demand by putting 2d. a ton on 
all coal extracted from collieries in this 
country. I am glad to receive such a 
suggestion from one who is closely con- 
nected with the coal industry with re- 


. ty | gard to the possibilities of the future. 
can assure the hon. | 


The hon. Member for Dundee raised 
important questions connected with our 
general system of taxation. The hon. 
Member objects, I think I may say, to 
all indirect taxation except— 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I made 


no such discrimination. 
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*Smr M. HICKS BEACH : He objects 
to indirect taxation altogether. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I did 
not say that. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The whole 
purport of his speech was that he objected 
not only to the tax on corn, but also 
to the taxes on tea and sugar, and the 
income tax. He would largely lower 
these by adopting certain other proposals 
which he explained. What were those 
proposals ? In the first place, he called 
attention to the position of our self- 
governing colonies, and suggested that 
we should obtain a contribution from 
them towards the expenses of the de- 
fence of the Empire. I should be glad 
to see some arrangement of that kind 
made. I think the House generally are 
aware that this will form one of the 
subjects of discussion at the forthcoming 
conference in the present year. But I 
do not think the hon. Member seriously | 
meant that it rested witn me, as Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer of the United 
Kingdom, to attempt to tax the self- 
governing colonies. Then the hon. 
Member went on to talk about the 
‘doles,’” and suggested that we should 
deprive the occupiers of agricultural land 
of the relief of rates which they enjoy, 
in order to devote the money to the 
national expenditure. That is not a 
matter on which I shall dwell today, for 
I am sure it will be a long time before 
any Government will attempt to make 
such a proposal. He then suggested 
that we might obtain a considerable 
revenue from ground values, entirely 
ignoring the minority Report of the 
Local Taxation Commission, which cer- 
tainly pointed out most plainly that, 
although you might alter the incidence 
of rating on ground values and houses, 
so as to make the owner pay more, and 
the occupier less, whatever you gained 
must practically go towards the relief 
of local taxation. The hon. Member 
further suggested that a large revenue 
might be derived for Imperial purposes | 
from the licence duties, forgetting again 
that these duties under one form 
or another, are now handed over to! 
the local authorities, and that they | 
certainly would not give them up. 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 248 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 


existing duties are handed over, but the 
additional duties need not be. 


*Sin M. HICKS BEACH: You cannot 
have two systems of licence duties, part 
going to the Exchequer and part to the 
local authorities. It is possible, | admit, 
that you might take the proceeds of all 
the licences and put them in the Ex. 
chequer, giving a grant to the local 
authorities in their place, and increasing 
the licence duty. The amount of the 
duties might be increased as far as the 
larger public houses are concerned, but I 
do not believe that the hon. Member or 
any one else would obtain a large increase 
of revenue on the licence duties from the 
smaller public houses, which form the vast 
majority —I think 98 per cent. in Ireland 
under £100 a year valuation—of all the 
public houses. Therefore, as these in- 
creased duties would be levied on the 
comparatively few, there would not be 
anything like the amount of gain in the 
whole process, which was anticipated by 
the hon. Member. My feeling, however, 
is that more revenue might be derived in 
this way, but if it is derived it ought to go 
tolocal taxation rather than tothe Imperial 
Exchequer. Further, | am certain that 
the subject could not be dealt with with- 
out complete consideration of the effect 
an inereased charge might have upon the 
position of licence holders with regard to 
their interest in their licences, because if 
you impose a fine, as I think the hon. 
Member would, on the granting of fresh 
licences, it is perfectly clear that you 
would create a greater vested interest 
than antyhing that now exists. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I would 
impose an additional duty, not only on 
new licences but on all existing licences. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I quite admit 
that something might be done in that 
matter; but I feel that looking to the 
precedent that Parliament has already 
made, it is a matter that could not be 
properly dealt with except in connection 
with a generaladjustment of local taxation. 
I hope I may be pardoned if I do not 
dwell at any greater length on the subjects 


| that have been raised, but ask the House 
'now to assent to the Second Reading of 


the Bill. 


(5.33.) Question put. 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 224 ; Noes, 134. 
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*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen of this Bill | may express the hope that 
Boroughs): Mr. Speaker, I got into the the House may ,be willing to pass the 


wrong Lobby. 


May it be corrected % 





Mr. Speaker did not reply. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for Monday, 26th May. 


LOAN BILL. 
[SECOND READING. | 
Order for Second Reading read. 


*(5.45.) Sm M. HICKS BEACH : 
Perhaps in moving the Second Reading 


Second Reading today, although the 
time before us is comparatively short, 
on the understanding that a proper 
opportunity will be given for debate on 
the Third Reading. The House is aware 
that a Bill of this sort is merely carrying 
outthe Resolution of the House, and 
raises no question which is likely to 
involve any alteration in Committee. 
It is important, as I have already 
explained to the House, that we 
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should make progress with this Bill, and 
that it should become law in order to 
meet our requirements. 


Motion made and Question proposed 
—* That the Bill be now read a second 
time. ’— (Sir M. Hicks Beach.) 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I think 
the proposal of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer is a very fair and reason- 
able one. Of course, a Bill like this ought 
to be fully discussed, but I do not see 
myself, inasmuch as the loan has already 
been resolved upon, and that the money 
is in the Exchequer, that it *makes 
much difference whether the discussion 
takes place on the Second or Third Read- 
ing or partiallyon theone and partially on 
the other. I think, asthe Chancellor has 
offered a fair opportunity for discussion 
onthe Third Reading, that we might very 
fairly give him the Second Reading today 
and conclude the discussion on the 
Third Reading. 

[ now propose to move the Amend- 
ment which I have put down onthe 
Paper. I desire to say, first of all, that I 
believe the course we are asked to adopt in 
regard to this Loan Bill is entirely with- 
out precedent. Certainly such course 
has not been taken within my experience. 
A Loan Bill is according to all precedent 
to provide the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer with the means of discharging 
liabilities either voted by the House or 
laid before the House by way of Estimates 
for the current year, but on the present 
occasion weareaskedto placeat thedisposal 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer a sum 
estimated by himself at £18,500,000 as a 
provision for contingencies. I consider 
that proposal to be one of the most 
extraordinary character, and in order to 
emphasise that point I turn to the 
balance sheet issued by the Secretary to 
the ‘Treasury after the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had made his Budget 
statement. I find there on the 
expenditure side the following 
item: £17,750,000 “‘ supplementary pro- 
vision to meet contingencies.’’ Can the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer produce at 
any time a balance sheet of a similar 
character with the sum of £17,000,000, or 
asum approaching that amount, inserted 
as the amount to meet contingencies? At 
the outset [ want to remind the House of 
the figures and of the method by which the 
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| deficit to meet which the loan has been 
| issued is made up. The deficit on the 
, Estimates for the year was £26,824,000, 
| but theChancellor of the Exchequer, with a 
magnificent disregard for trifles, announced 
| that he would, if necessary, ask the per- 
|mission of the House to add to that 
deficit a sum mentioned by him as 
between £16,000,000 and £17,000,000 
in respect of additional charges for the 
war or other circumstances in South 
Africa to provide for the Estimates of the 
year. I put that down at £16,500,000. 
He explained that 4,000 of the 10,000 
constabulary would have to be provided 
for by the Imperial Government, and put 
the cost of that down at £750,000 for 
half of the South African financial year. 
| The interest on fresh Debt will amount to 
£1,000,000, and the grant in aid to the 
Colonies in the West Indies will amount 
to, say, £250,000. The total deficit 
| therefore was £45,324,000, from which 
|has to be deducted the sinking fund 
| £4,500,000, leaving the total net deficit 
£40,824,000. When he deducted from 
that sum the total of £5,150,000, esti- 
mated to be received from new 
taxation, there remained a deficit of 
£35,654,000 which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer calls £35,000,000. 


I wish first of all to direct 
attention to the way in which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer deals with 
the deficit. He says it is to be met first 
by a loan of £32,000,000, and then by 
drafts on the Exchequer balances, which 
have been increased by. £4,000,000. A 
small balanceremains from the £60,000,000 
of last year. The wording of the state- 
ment would give one to understand that 
he was going to raise £32,000,000 by 
way of loan, but we all know that that 
would not be the result if the loan be 
asked for. As a matter of fact, the pro- 
ceeds of the £32,000,000 stock which has 
been issued, is £29,920,000. In other 
words, we have lost £2,080,000 in 
placing the loan on the market. ‘There- 
fore, the balance of -deficit being 
£35,500,000, and the amount raised by 
the loan £29,920,000, the balance of 
£5,600,000 will have to be taken from 
the Exchequer balances. That is an enor- 
mous loss which is to come about by the 
depreciation of the credit of this country 
through the prolongation of the war, and 
owing to the stupid and preposterous 
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policy of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer in reducing the sinking fund. 
Last year we lost £3,500,000 on the 
£60,000,000 loan, and in the previous 
year on the £30,000,000 we lost only 
£500,000, so that the process of loss in 
this way is rapidly increasing. I would 
point out this remarkable iact, that 
whereas the £30,000,000 loan issued on 
5th April, 1900, at the same percentage 
of interest as the consolidated stock was 
insured at, produced £29,519,000, the 
£32,000,000 issued this year produced 
£29 920,000. That is only about £400 
more than the £30,000,000 loan pro- 
duced. The result of that on the three 
loans is that the Government have lost 


£6,000,000 on the issues below par. 
Before the war broke out the same 
amount of stock issued, would have 


brought in something like £15,000,000 
or £20,000,000 above par. In other 
words that amount of stock® has been 
deteriorated in value not less than 
£25,000,000. ‘That is an element of loss 
which many are apt to forget. It is one 
of the disasters of the war. I have no 
doubt that that element of loss has been 
greatly increased by the foolish action of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, in 
cutting down the old sinking fund, on 
the ground, that consols stood too high 
on the market. The result is that they 
do not stand too high now, and are not 
likely to stand too high for many a long 
year to come. 

I come now tothe first item in this 
additional expenditure. To the astonish- 
ment of the House, when he was making 
his speech introducing the Budget, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer announced 
that he had been compelled to ask per- 
mission to add a sum of £16,000,000 or 
£17,000,000 in respect of war charges 
in South Africa. It will be in the 
recollection of the House, that when the 
Vote for South African War charges was 
introduced, only six weeks before the 
Budget statement was made, some of us 
on this side of the House criticised the 
£40,000,000, which was put in the Esti- 
mate as being an absurd sum to put 
down for the charges of the campaign. 
But how were we met ? We were met 
by the Secretary of State for War, and 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, who 
declared that they had gone over the 
Estimates together, with more than 
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ordinary care, and that this was 
& most correct and trustworthy 
Estimate on which they might 


rely, and that the great economy was 
due to Lord Kitchener himself. | 
say that is not dealing fairly with the 
House of Commons. It is another in- 
stance of the policy pursued throughout 
this war of endeavouring to lure and 
lead on the country by from time to time 
presenting a flattering picture based on 
too optimistic an estimate of the expenses 
and liabilities of the war. I ask, what 
occurred, between the date on which the 
Estimate for the year was submitted to 
the House of Commons and that on 
which the Budget statement was made, 
to justify so gigantic a change in the 
Estimate for South African operations as 
to involve an addition of £16,000,6002 
Nothing has occurred, and, therefore, | 
say that the Secretary of State for War 
was not dealing frankly with the House 
of Commons when he put down in the 
Estimates £40,000,000 as the full ex- 
penses of the war for the year. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: When the 
£40,000.000 was placed in the Esti- 
mate, as the hon. Member will find if he 
will look at the memorandum circulated 
with the Estimate, it was stated that the 
amount was inserted as sufficing for the 
prosecution of the war at the current 
rate for eight or nine months. But it 
did not provide for terminal charges of 
various kinds. When I introduced the 
Budget I stated that in our opinion it 
was necessary to provide for the possible 
cost of the warthroughout the year, and 
therefore, I proposed to add a sum of 
nearly £17,000,000 tothe Estimate which 
was laid on the Table, but which never 
purported to cover the total cost of the 
war for the year. 


Mr. DILLON: That is my point. 
I remember that perfectly well; but 
why should not an _ Estimate be 
laid on the Table? My point is that 
the Government had evidently calcu- 
lated that the war would end at that 
period ; but is it in accordance with 
precedent, or is it dealing frankly with 
the House to put down Estimates not 
intended to cover the expenses of the 
whole financial year? That is why | 
contend that this £17,000,000asked for in 
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the Budget is not to meet current 
expenses, but to meet contingencies. 
When the Estimates were being drawn 
up this year that must have been done 
in view of two possible events—either 
that the war would go on to the end of 
the financial year, in which case pro- 
vision should have been made for it ; or, 
on the other hand, that peace would be 
made, as I hope it soon may be. The 
essence of my argument is that whether 
the war went on, or that peace was made 
this money is required. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer went on to say— 


Perhaps I may be asked what is to happen if 
peace should come in a few weeks, and if the large 
sum of £56,000,000 or £57,000,000 I have sug- 
gested should not all be required for the purposes 
ofthe war. Well, I would remind the committee 
that, in the first place, though war isa very 
costly thing to wage, it is alsoa very costly 
thing to terminate. We shall have to provide 
for gratuities and bounties to our soldiers who 
have served in the war. We shall have to 
provide large sums for their disembodiment ; 
considerable sums, I hope, for transport of 
reservists and others home; and for the main- 
tenance no doubt of a considerable force in 
South Africa. 


Yes, but all that ought to have been 
foreseen ; andin making up the Estimates 
of last year all that was foreseen, and was 
provided for in the Estimates, The 
Government must have known, taking 
the statement of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, that £40,000,000 would 
fall enormously short of the necessities 
of the case. I maintain that the 
Government were not acting frankly 
with the House of Commons and were 
pursuing the policy with which they 
began the war by asking for £10,000,000 
and by luring on the country from time 
to time by presenting a flattering picture 
based on too optimistic an estimation as 
to the expenses which the war would 
involve. ‘Therefore, in asking us to vote 
this £17,000,000 or £18,000,000 to be 
raised by way of a loan, for contingences, 
before : ny Estimate is laid on the Table 
giving us detail of how these millions 
are to be expended, we are asked to do 
what has never been done before in the 
House of Commons in my experience. It 
is bad finance. We hear a good deal 
about economy, but so long as the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer sets such a 
bad example to the spending Depart- 
ments in his Budget there will be no 
economy. The Departments know that 
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the money is there; and it is a direct 
incentive to them to get rid of all these 
millions. I contend that this is asystem 
of finance which is absolutely destructive 
of all economy. 

But on what is this money to be 
spent? We are told that in the case of 
the war being continued it will be spent, 
of course, in warlike operations ; but in 
the event of peace, the Chancellor went 
on to say— 

“Means would have to be provided for some- 
thing more—something which [ am sure would 
be more agreeable to all of us than expenditure 
on war. Means will have to be provided for 
the resettlement of the two Colonies which 
have been so terribly devastated by the war. 
Means will have to be provided for rebuilding 
and re-stocking farms—farms, I should hope 
not only of those who have been our friends in 
the war, and have fought on our side, but also 
of those ‘who boldly and honestly have been 
our enemies in the war and whom we hope to 
make our friends in the future. I think the 
House of Commons, if peace is made on terms 
which in our belief will be satisfactory, endur- 
ing, and safe, will be generous in these matters. 


That is new language coming from the 
Treasury Bench, and I rejoiced to listen 
to it. Speaking in behalf of the Irish 
party, we will vote unstintingly and with 
a whole heart any money to be devoted 
for that purpose. If the feeling of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer is to be 
carried into practice, if there is to be 
a settlement in which no distinction will 
be made between those who fought on 
the side of the British, and those 
who fought against them, of course that 
will take a very large sum of money. I 
think if that had been stated early last 
year, instead of a niggardly offer of a loan 
of a million and the virulent temper in 
which the Boers were treated, the war 
would probably have been ended last year 
and the country would have been spared 
the loss of 10,000 lives and the expendi- 
ture of 60 millions of money. I trust 
that the negotiations that are now going 
on will be carried out in the spirit dis- 
played by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
although T confess that I am not altogether 
hopeful of it. 


Now I 


come to another portion 
of the Budget about which I must 
say a word or two; and that is the 


£750,000 which is to be expended for main- 
taining for half a year 4,000 mounted 
constabulary in the Transvaal and the 
Orange State. I think that is a most 


| monstrous expense. I resist it as a portion 
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of this loan on two grounds. In the first 
place, I think it is wasteful; and in the 
second place I think it is highly mis- 
chievous. I believe that the foundation 
of this constabulary force is one of the 
greatest blunders of the whole of this 
unhappy business. When I raised this 
point some weeks ago the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer in reply said “ how absurd 
it was for the hon. Gentleman to object 
to the formation of a constabulary force 
in the annexed territories? He forgot 
that there had been a similar mounted 
force in Cape Colony for years.” But 
could anything be more ridiculous than 
to compare the two? The mounted force 
in Cape Colony is a military force ; is very 
small ; and is chiefly used in dealing with 
native troubles. Practically it is not used 
against white men. But the essential 
difference between the Cape mounted 
police and the proposed mounted constab- 
ulary in the Transvaal and Orange State 
is that the former are under the control 
of a Minister responsible to the Cape 
Parliament, and therefore cannot lead to 
same evils as I foresee will arise in the case 
of the new constabulary in the Transvaal 
and Orange State. The proposal is toorgan- 
ise a mounted force which will owe no alle- 
giance to the people of the country, which 
will be like the constabulary in Ireland, 
a centralised force with its headquarters 
in Pretoria, and which will be hated and 
detested throughout South Africa. I do 
not want to say anything offensive to the 
new force, but it will consist of dare- 
devils, gentlemen drawn from all parts of 
the world by a love of an adventurous 
life, unacquainted with police duties and 
strangers to the country. The creation 
of such a foree will not tend to anything 
like a peaceable or amicable settlement in 
South Africa. If peace is established it 
will be an unreal peace. For that reason, 
[ am most irreconcilably opposed to the 
provision of any money for the formation 
of such a constabulary. 

I go on to examine the promises 
held out to the House in regard 
to these various loans. We _ have 
been told, over and over again, from 
that fatal morning in October, 1889, 
and on every other occasion when the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has tisen to 
propose to raise a loan, that we should 
get back a great portion of it from South 
Africa. I think it must be becoming ap- 
parent, even to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, that the chances of getting , 
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back any portion are now further off than 
ever ; and yet this unfailing hope is held 
out to us, that we need not be alarmed, 
because the Transvaal is rapidly flourish. 
ing, that it is quite able to pay its way, 
that next year it will be able to pay for 
its constabulary, for improving the 
country, re-building the farm-houses, and 
re-stocking the farms. And it is also to 
contribute a very large sum towards the 
expenses of the war, although we have 
never been able to get the figures of these 
very large sums to be contributed 
towards the expense of the war. On what 
basis is this fallacious hope held out to us 4 
It is aludicrous delusion to suppose we 
shall get any money back from the 
Transvaal for this war. Last year, in 
addition to the enormous expenditure on 
the war, we were called on to vote at 
short notice £6,700,000 for a grant in 
aid for the Civil administration of the 
Transvaal, and in addition £700,000 for 
the constabulary. Therefore, before we 
get repaid a penny for the war, these 
two devastated and ruined countries will 
be asked to make up that £9,000,000. 
But, putting that on one side, I do not 
believe there is the slightest ground for 
believing that in the next two or three 
years they will be able to pay this 
money. I believe the right hon. Gentle- 
man is labouring under a delusion in 
this matter. I would remind the House 
of what Sir David Barbour said when 
he was sent out to report on the re- 
sources of these colonies with a view of 
their paying part of the cost of the war. 
In 1901, at a time when the de 
vastation of these countries had only 
commenced, when thev were in a very 
different position to what they are now, 
He states it as his opinion, that for 
some years these colonies will not be 
able to pay their way. Since then these 
colonies have been ‘devastated, many 
towns burnt to the ground, all the farms 
destroyed, and all the cattle wiped out; 
therefore the position of these colonies, 
from the point of view of producing 
revenue, is infinitely worse than last 
year. If you give these countries nine or 
ten years, in that time they might make 
some progress towards paying the ex- 
penditure of the war, but before then to 
expect anything is absurd. Now that peace 
is within the limits of possibility, the 
Chamber of Commerce in Johannesburg 
has been called together to implore the 
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Government not to destroy the great 
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industry of the country by taxing the’ 


mines. If you ever tax the mines, 
you will have both the Uitlanders and 
your old enemies against you. The 
Government have not treated the country 
honestly in this matter. They will not 
get any of this money back from the 
colonies, and I hold they have no right 
to get it; and if tomorrow proposals 
were made to saddle on the Transvaal 
a part of the cost of this war, if I 
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of the peace negotiations. We are told 
if peace is concluded it will be spent 
with a generous hand in re-stocking the 
land and re-building the houses and the 
farms. My attitude would be different if 
I thought peace was at hand, but the 
Government has kept us so long in the 
dark on that subject. The House was 


_ told some time ago that it would be three 


were alone 1 would vote against it. | 


In my opinion, the people of the 
Transvaal have an unanswerable case 
to any such proposal. They can say this 
isan Imperial war, undertaken by you in 
the interests of the Empire, and as you 
have always paid the cost in past cases, 
you can pay this. 


There is one matter on which I 
would make a further appeal to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. When 
he drew so rosy a view of the extra- 
ordinary development of the finances 
of the Transvaal, he did not say much 
about the Orange River Colony—he said 
it was paying its way in civil adminis- 
tration, and that the Transvaal had a 
surplus. I ask him to communicate a 
balance-sheet, as it were, showing the real 
financial position of these countries. We 
are absolutely in the dark. We do not 
know the sources of revenue, or to what 
extent it is due to the luxuries and stores 
supplied to our troops. What is the 
present condition of the railways? The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer told me they 
were in the hands of the military, which 
was actually making a profit on them. 
Whether the receipts are derived from 
military or civilian sources, we do not 
know. We ought to know what the 
sources of revenue are. They ought to 
be checked and corrected, so that this 
House may know, when it comes to form 
a judgment on these colonies, how they 
are going on, and whether there is a 
shadow of hope that they will pay their 
way. I respectfully ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to lay on the Table of the 
House such a Budget statement, so that 
we can see how the figures are made out. 

I now come to my last point—a point 
more serious than all the others. In 
this Bill we are asked to raise this sum 
of £17,500,000 for contingencies. The 
destination of this sum of £17,500,000 
would be affected by a favourable issue 


‘editor of a newspaper. 


weeks before any news was received of 
those negotiations ; five weeks have now 
elapsed without a word of information 
being imparted on the subject. Never in 
modern history was a nation so kept in 
the dark on a matter of such supreme 
interest. I saw in a newspaper, in a pub- 
lished telegram, that the Premier of Natal 
had declared to his Legislative Assembly 
that he had been consulted by the British 
Government on the terms of peace, and 
The Times, in its well-known fashion, made 
a semi-oflicial announcement as to the 
negotiations, clearly indicating the exist- 
ence of a peace and a war party in the 
conduct of negotiations. It is, therefore, 
time for the House of Commons to press 
for information. In an article published 
on May 12th, The Times, in scarcely veiled 
language, intimated a threat of Lord 
Milner’s resignation. These were the 
words— 

** Upon no one of these matters can we give 
way without adding enormously to the ditiicul- 
ties of the future civil rulers of South Africa. 
Those difficulties will, in any circumstances, be 
such as to tax the statesmanship and adminis- 
trative ability of Lord Milner to the uttermost. 
If from any false desire to patch up peace, or 
any yet more foolish feeling of false sentiment, 
we yield to the importunities of Mr. Steyn, it 
may well be that we should Lord 
Milner’s position untenable.” 


make 


This was evidently inspired by high 
official authority, and it is an unior- 
tunate thing that the House should be 
without information accessible to the 
It is no secret 
that Zhe Times has means of obtaining 
such information, and the type and char- 
acter of publication indicate an official 
source. It will be a deplorable thing that 
the House should separate for the holidays 
without being placed in possession of 
information that is open to the Premier 
of Natal and the Editor of The Times. It 
will be a disaster, a crime, and an outrage 
on humanity if, owing to some miserable 
quibble of Lord Milner’s, or threat of 
resignation, the attempts to conclude 
peace should break down, and the House 
meet again with the country still engaged 
in this miserable war. I beg to move. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out from the word ‘ That, to the 

end of the Question, in order to add the words 

‘this House disapproves of the raising of so 
large a sum by way of loan, in the absence of 
fuller and more detailed information than has 
been viven to the House, as to the manner in 
which the money is to be expended and the 


grounds on which it is expected that large 


contributions towards the expenses of the 
war will be recovered from the annexed 
territories.” ”—(MW/r. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
(Juestion. 


(6.38.) Mr. LOUGH (Islington, N.) : 
No one from the empty appearance 
of the House would believe we were 
engaged in such a serious business 
as we are. I quite agree with what 
has been said, that it would be 
ridiculous to suppose that a matter of 
such gravity could be disposed of ;in so 
short a time as we have at our disposal ; 
but there are a few business matters on 
which some discussion might be had, and 
[ will address myself to them in the 
briefest possible manner; the larger 
matters that arise may well be left for 
the occasion which the Government has 
promised to give us. We are making now 
provision for the services of the year, but 
not out of the revenue as we ought to do. 
We are borrowing a vast amount for the 
requirements of the country. This is the 
fourth session that the House has been 
driven to adopt that course. In the first 
year of the right hon. Gentleman’s ad- 
minstration, eight years ago, we enjoyed 
a surplus of £40,000,000 ; in the fourth 
year the surplus had dwindled to £200,000 
and then in the fifth year there was a 
deficit. This year the deficit is 
£36,000,000. It isa matter of the great- 


est gravity. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer explains the position, in my 


opinion, far too readily. He says “We 
are at war, and when we are at war the 
cost must be found,” but when it is 
remembered that we were told by a re- 
sponsible member 
year ago that we were only carrying on 
“a sort of war,” if that is so we ought 
surely to find the money out of revenue. 

Let us look at this Billin the simplest 
way. We sanction the raising of a loan 
of £32,000,000— an immense sum. That 
has only produced £29,000,000 odd, but 
this amount 


Mr. Dillon. 
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moment by the Chancellor of the Ex. 
chequer adding to the Estimates of the year 
£18,000,000. Now there has never been 
suflicient explanation given to the House 
of the addition at the last moment of that 
£18,000,000. What the Government 
will beheld to account for one of these days, 
and what they have been called to account 
at Bury for, is this—that the amount of 
money, whether it be by loan or taxa- 
tion, which the people have got to provide, 
has been doubled during the period that 
the Government have been in office. We 
have not the facts of the total expendi- 
ture put before us. We speak of the 
expenditure as if it were only £29,000,000 
or £30,000,000, but during the last Year 
the expenditure has been £180,000,000 
or £190,000,000. The total expenditure 
s £210,000,000, that is, £4,000,000 a 
week have to be found in cash, whether 
by loan or taxation, for the requirements 
of the country under the present Govern- 
ment. Just one half of that sum was 
sufficient when they came into office! 
The effects of this bad finance are 
apparent ; I will refer to one only. Tae 
national credit has declined. When the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer brought out 
his first loan, he was able to get £98 10s. 
per £100 stock; for his second he 
obtained £94 10s. ; while the third was 
issued at £93 10s. The right hon. 
Gentleman ought to take this opportunity 
of telling us why that third loan was 
issued so cheaply and at such great cost 
to the nation. He told us in his Budget 
speech that he would take an _ early 
opportunity of explaining the provisions 
under which this money would be raised. 
The House has never had that explana- 
tion, and from a business point of view 
we are entitled to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to defend the course he has 
adopted. 

As I have said, the third loan was issued 
10s. The House would naturally 
that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
Not at all ; 
The 
require some explanation. 
The success of the loan was secured ata 
terrible cost. In the first place, a full 
quarter’s interest is to be paid on July 5th. 
On that date the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer will have received only £18 10s. 
per cent. of the money, the interest on 
which would be simply ls. 5d., but the 
right hon. Gentleman will pay 13s. 9d., 
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true of the second quarter. In that 
quarter 7s. 3d. would pay the interest on 
the money the Chancellor will have 
received, but again he will pay 13s. 9d., 
afurther premium of 6s. 6d. My figures 
may be wrong, but I make it that there 
was a premium of 18s. 10d. in the £100, 
in addition to the loan being issued at the 
low price of £93 10s. We want some 
explanation of that. A large sum of the 
taxpayers’ money was given away quite 
unnecessarily by these too favourable 
terms. 

Then there was another arrangement 
which needs some defence. The loan was 
for £32,000,000, but only £16,000,000 
were issued to the public. The Bank of 
England issued a circular urging every 
bank to send in applications to make 
the loan a success, and they did so. 
But when the public, in a_ patriotic 
spirit, sent in their applications, only 
oe half the loan was given them. 
£16,000,000, I believe, were issued to two 
or three banking houses. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: 
much more than two or three. 


Oh no— 


Mr. LOUGH: I understand there 
were some favoured banking houses. 
Why was not the full amount offered,to 
the public ? 

There is only one other point. The 
disposition the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer has shown ought to satisfy 
the House that for some reason or 
mother he has been borrowing too free- 
ly. This £18,000,000 sticks in my mind; 
ldo not know why it was put in; we 
have never had it explained; the House 
ought to have a full explanation. Once 
you begin to borrow you borrow too 
much. There are always people willing 
to lend; they are the rich minority, who 
have to be well-paid for lending ; but it 
isthe great bulk of the people who be- 
come creditors and have to repay. The 
House would do well, even this afternoon, 
to express its criticism of the freedom 
with which the Chancellor of the Ex- 
thequer has borrowed such large sums 
ot money. To put the amount of the 
expenditure in another way, the total 
expenditure of the nation twenty-five 
years ago was only eleven per cent. on 
the total imports and exports of the 
‘ountry. That was a large amount on 
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trade, but it is now twenty-two per cent. 
It is a burden which even this great 
commercial people will not, be able to 
stand, but there is no way in which the 
Government will be able to reduce it 
except by adepting a policy of economy, 
and being less ready to raise money by 
loan than the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer has shown himself to be under 
the circumstances I have described. 


(6.50.) Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hag- 
gerston): May I ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer what time he proposes to 
allow for the discussion of this subject 
on the Third Reading? Are we to 
understand that a morning or evening 
sitting after Whitsuntide will be 
allowed for that purpose ? 
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*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: That is a 
question I cannot answer, because the 
allocation of the time of the House rests 
with my right hon. friend the Leader of 
the House. But what I understand to 
be his desire is that an evening sitting 
should be allotted after Whitsuntide to 


‘the discussion of the Third Reading oi 


the Bill. 

The hon. Member who moved this 
Amendment travelled over much the 
same ground that he travelled over 
last yeargin the discussion on the Loan 
Bill, 1901, and I do not think the House 
will desire me to follow him at any 
length into the many topics that he has 
raised. For example, he takes exception 
to this loan on the ground that in his 
belief ;the hopes which I held out 
of the possibility of the Transvaal 
providing something in the course of 
time towards the expenses of the war. 
were a ludicrous illusion. I have been 
cautious in this matter, and I have not 
said one whit more than I believe to be 
the fact. What I said to this House on 
a previous occasion was this— + |, 

‘* After the termination of hostilities we 
believe it will be practicable to earmark certain 
sources of revenue and apply them from time to 
time to the service of some portion of the loans 
raised by us for the war. We anticipate that 
these specially indicated sources of revenue will 
be sufficient within a few years of the close of the 
war to provide for the annual charge on a capi- 
tal sum of £30,000,000 in the first instance. 
Subsequent additions will be made on the pros- 
pective increases of these sources of revenue.” 


The hon. Member seems to think that the 


_ present condition of the Transvaal, which, 


K 
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of course, has suffered considerably by 
the war, is an indication of what it will 
be for a long time to come. I can assure 
him that all the information we have 
received from Lord Milner, and much of 
the information which has appeared in 
the public newspapers, as to the re-start- 
ing of the industries in the Transvaal, 
and the increase of the revenue of the 
Transvaal, leads me to believe that what 
I have stated to the House already on 
this subject is by no means too favour- 
able a view. But, however that may be, 
theobjection raised by the hon. Member for 
East Mayo to the Second Reading of this 
Bill is, 1 am bound to say, a curious one. 
If I had proposed a loan for the war, the 
interest to be charged on the Transvaal— 
and thehon. Member had objected that the 
Transvaal would never be able to pay the 
interest-—-that I could understand. But 
this is a loan, of course, for which we are 
ourselves responsible —it is raised on the 
eredit of this country—and that the hon. 
Member should have raised this objection, 
of all others, to that loan seems to me to 
be remarkable. Then the hon. Member 
asked me to say why I proposea loan when 
estimates for about £17,000,000 of the 
amount which will be covered by it have 
not yet been placed before the House, 
and opposes it as intended to meet purely 
contingent expenses. | may explain to 
the House how the financial position 
stands. Of course, it is clear to every one 
that, should the war unhappily continue, 
all this money will be required, and then 
Estimates will be laid on the Table for 
the Amount—-which | put roughly at 
£17,000,000—showing precisely how it 
will be expended. Again, if part of that 
money is required, as it may be re- 
quired, for the purposes which | 
referred to in my Budget speech—of 
relief and resettlement, of which the hon. 
Member was good enough to approve, of 
course, then again estimates would be laid 
before the House, and they would be 
asked to sanction that expenditure. 


But, quite apart from this £17,000,000, 
the position is this. The Estimates 
already laid on the Table for the Consoli- 
dated Fund services of the year, after 
allowing for the suspension of the Sinking 
Fund, but including interest on this new 
loan, amount to £25,560,000. The 
Estimates for the Supply services laid on 
the Table amount to £145,159,000. 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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There is an additional estimate of 
£750,000 for the South African Constaby. 
lary, and, roughly, another £250,000 for 
the West Indian grant, making altogether 
£171,719,000. The revenue as estimated 
in the Budget is £152,935,000, and the 
estimated deficit is £18,781,000. That, 
deducted from the proceeds of the 
loan, £29.920,000, leaves a balance of 
£11,136,000 beyond the Estimates already 
laid on the Table. ; 

Let me explain what the hon. Member 
for East Mayo does not seem to appreciate, 
On introducing the Budget, I referred 
not qnly to the necessity for these 
borrowing powers of £32,000,000, but 
also the necessity, if the war expenditure 
went on, of an application to the House 
for further borrowing powers to the 
extent of £12,000,000 for temporary 
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purposes, in order to finance the Ex. 
chequer during the first months of 


this year. It is well known that the 
bulk of the revenue comes into the 
Exchequer in the fourth quarter of 
the year, especially when the income tax 
is at so high a point as it is at present, 
and so large a part of the revenue is, 
therefore, derived from income tax. The 
first three quarters of the jinancial year 
are the lean quarters, and, if the expen- 
diture is greater in those quarters than 
in the fourth quarter—as it may prove 
to be this year even if the war expen- 
diture is to cease—then the Exchequer 
must be financed during that period beyond 
the receipts from taxation. [I have powers 
under the law to do that to a certain extent 
by borrowing on Ways and Means, and, 
in an ordinary year, that is sufficient. 
But it is impossible to borrow so beyond 
a certain point, because it would greatly 
interfere with the money market. There- 
fore, I stated to the House that I should 
have to ask for this additional borrowing 
power of £12,000,000, to be used merely 
for the temporary purposes of financing 
the Exchequer, and to be devoted in the 
last quarter of the year to paying off 
Treasury bills. As it is, I have to pro- 
vide means for that purpose ; and _ the 
£11,136,000 which I have just referred to 
as the surplus raised by this loan beyond 
the Estimates on the Table will be used 
for that purpose if the money is not re 
quired for the prolongation of the war. As 
revenue comes in at the latter part of the 
year it will be devoted to the redemption 
of floating debt in the shape of Treasury 
bills, or of the Exchequer bonds issued 
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nearly three years ago. I hope I have 
made it clear to the House that really 
in this matter I am not providing for 
contingencies such as the hon. Member for 
East Mayo has supposed. 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): May I 
ask whether the right hon. Gentleman has 
included the balance of the £19,000,000 
from last year ? 


*Str M. HICKS BEACH : That balance 
is £4,000,000. It will also be required for 
the purpose of financing the Exchequer. 
It is included in the Exchequer balances, 
which amounted at the end of last year to 
nearly £10,000,000. 


*Mr. McCRAE: Is that in addition to 
the sums already mentioned by the right 
hon. Gentleman ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : Certainly. 
The hon. Member must not suppose that 
I can finance the Exchequer for three- 
quarters of a year with £10,000,000. We 
require that balance and other advances 
on Ways and Means. I[ come to the 
remarks of the hon. Member for East 
Mayo on the question of peace and war. 
No question can be of greater interest to 
every man in this House than the events 
which are now pending. But I do not 
think that we can be fairly charged with 
keeping the House in the dark in the 
matter, because the hon. Member happens 
to have seen in one newspaper or another 
a statement as to what is or is not going 
on, or as to what may be or may not be 
the state of affairs in the future. What 
has happened is this. There has heen a 
consultation between the Boer leaders and 
Lord Kitchener and Lord Milner, as to 
which we are not at liberty to say anything 
further than what has already been 
stated to the House, but the result of 
which was that some weeks ago the Boer 
leaders separated in order to consult their 
commandoes and adherents generally as to 
the course which they should take with re- 
gardtothefuture. Those consultations have 
been going on and are not yet completed, 
and we know no more than the hon. 
Member himself as to the course which 
they have taken. But throughout this 
matter I hope the hon. Members and 
the public will be cautious how they 
believe all the immature rumours 
which gain currency. The hon. Member 
seems to think that it was a_ great 
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grievance that the Prime Minister of 
Natal had been consulted in _ this 
matter. I think that His Majesty’s 
Government would have failed in their 
duty if they had not considered the views 
of the Prime Ministers of colonies so 
closely affected by the struggle in South 
Africa as to the settlement in the future. 
We are responsible here. We shall torm 
our own cpinions as to what shou'd be 
done in the negotiations which we hope 
will soon begin again; but it is right 
that we should consult those who have 
so loyally acted with us. 

With regard to the mode in which the 
loan was issued, the hon. Member for 
West Islington accuses me of being 
responsible for the fall in the price of 


Consols. Is he not aware that every 
kind of high-class security besides 
Consols_ has fallen heavily in the last 


two years? Some of them—such as 
railway securities—have fallen more than 
Consols. 

Mr. LOUGH: It is your borrowing. 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I am open 
to blame for many things, but I do not 
think I can be accused of making rail- 
way securities go down. The hon. 
Member said that I had issued one loan 
at 983, the next at 943, and the third at 
935. But the first loan was one bearing 
for a number of years interest higher by 
a } per cent. than the loan now issued ; 
and if the hon. Member thinks that you 
can get the same price for a loan, irre- 
spective of the interest it bears, | cannot 
convince him to the contrary. It is true 
that I was able to issue Consols 1 per 
cent. higher last year than the present 
year. Last year Consols had a very 
steady market just before the issue, and 
the price was considerably higher than 
it was this year. Four or five days 
before it was known that the loan 
would be issued, Consols stood at 934, 
and in getting 93} for the loan, 
I do not think I made a bad_ bargain 
for the country. I am sure that last 
year no one made very much out of the 
issue of Consols, and this year there was 
a desire fer a loan bearing a higher rate 
of interest—a loan guaranteed by the 
Imperial Government on the revenues of 
the Transvaal. There was not a desire 


_in the Money Market generally for a 
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further issue of Consols. I have not| more widely spread than he supposed. 
been unfavourably criticised, so far | With regard to the part issued to the 
as I have heard, for the way in which | public, all subscribers were treated as 
this year’s loan was issued, or forthe| they have always been treated, and a 
price at which it was issued. It was} great many came forward for the loan. 
taken up by a considerable number of | As there will be a further opportunity 
the leading financial houses and Banks | for debating the Bill, I hope the House 
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in London. 
large houses having establishments both | 
in London and New York. There were | 
a number of banks who joined. and | 

can assure the hon. Member, The 
that the part first issued was far) Noes, 109. 
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| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
| Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 


Greene,SirE.W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 


Butcher, John George 
Campbell. Rt Hn.J. A. (Glasgow 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Kt. Ha. Sir Edw. H. 





Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 


Chamberlain,.J. Austen (Wore'r | 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJ ohn Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


| Groves, James Grimble 
| Gunter, Sir Robert 


Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Haisey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq. of( L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staffords. N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Sheftield, Brightside 


Part of it was taken by! will now come to a decision. 


(7.14.) Question put. 


Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,J ohn( Kent, Fav’rshan 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 


King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. CharlesW (Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Camb. Eskdale} 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(KdinburghW 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton 
Milner, Rt. Hon. SirFrederickG. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire} 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton ArthurH. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn AGraham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens. 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


divided :—Ayes, 232; 
(Division List No. 171.) 
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Parker, Gilbert 


Pease, HerbertPike(Darlington | 


Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

fandles, John 8S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Renwick, George 

tichards, a Charles 
Ridley,Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 


Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson | 


Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Roand, James 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E,) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,CharlesP. (Glouc. Stroud 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burns, John 

Came, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Demis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 


Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hardie,J. Keir(Methyr Tydvil) 


(7.26.) Main Question put, “ That the 
Bill be now read a second time.” 





| Simeon, Sir Barrington 


| Stroyan. John 


| Tritton, Charles Ernest 
| Tufnell, Lieut -Col. Edward 


| Walker, Col. William Hall 


| Logan, John William 
| Lough, Thomas 


; Lundon, W. 


| M‘Crae, George 
| M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 

| O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


| O’Connor, T. 
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Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. G. S. Stopford- 
Seely, Maj.J. KE. b. (Isleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 


Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, HC( North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Strachey, Sir Edward 


Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G (Oxf'dUniv. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 





Valentia, Viscount 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 


NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 


| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. | 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Joves, William (Carnarvonshire | 
Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal, W.) | 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. | 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


| 

| 
M‘Kenna, Reginald | 
M'Killop, W. (Sligo, North) | 
Markham, Arthur Basil } 
Mooney, Jotn J. 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 


| Murnaghan,George 
Evans, Samuel T, (Glamorgan) | 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W.) 
i. (Liverpool) 

O'Dowd, John | 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


The 
| Noes, 102. 


House divided :—-Ayes, 
(Division List No. 172). 
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Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. ) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, George( York, W. R. ) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williains, RtHnJ Powell-( Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.©. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’ Kelly,James(Roscommon,N.) 
O'Malley, William 
0’ Mara, James 


| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Partington, Oswald 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Priestley, Arthur 


Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 


| Rickett, J. Compton 
| Roberts, John Bryn (Kifion) 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


, Robertson, Kdmund (Dundee) 
| Roche, John 
| Roe, Sir Thomas 


Schwann, Charles E. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Thomas,.J A(Glamorgan,Gower 


| Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 


Tully, Jasper 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, EK. R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS POR THE NOES— 


Mr. Patrick O’Brien and 
Mr. Haviland- Burke 
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Acland- Hood, Capt. Sir Alex F. | 
Agnew, Sir Audrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander | 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds | 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichaelHicks | 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Brassey, Albert 

Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell. Rt. Hn.J. A.(Glasgow 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes ) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlaio,Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. Austen(Worc. 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow | 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Cranborne, Viscount | 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, T.R.(T’rH’mlets,S.Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore | 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart | 
Elibank, Master of 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) | 
Fardell, Sir T. George | 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finch, George H. 


{COMMONS} 
AYES. 


Finlay, Sir Fobert Bannatyne 


| Fisher, William Hayes 
| FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 


Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 


| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W | 
Gailoway, William Johnson 


| Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 


Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, Hn. S. F. Ormsby- (Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 


| Greene,SirE W(B’rysS. Edi’ nds 


Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 


| Gunter, Sir Robert 


‘suthrie, Walter Murray 
dain, Edward 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 


Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 


| Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 


Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staffords. N. W. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Nir Alfred 

Hogg, Lindsay 
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Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt HnA.Graham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Platt- Higgins, Frederick 


| Plummer, Walter R. 


| Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Priestley, Arthur 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry | 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


| Pym, C. Guy 


| Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 


| Randles, John 8. 


Ratcliff, R. F. 


| Rattigan, Sir William Henry 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 


| Richards, Henry Charles 


Hope, J.F.(Shettield, Brightside | 
| Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 


| Hornby, Sir William Henry 
| Hoult, Joseph 


Howard,J ohu(Kent,Faversham 
Howard,.J.(Midd., lottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


| Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. (Denbigh) 


| King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Knowles, Lees 


| Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
| Laurie, I.ieut.-General 


Ridley, Hon M. W. (Stalybridge 


Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


| Seely, Maj. J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 


Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) | 
| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 


| Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘ Iver, Sir Lewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 


| Malcolm, Ian 


Manners, Lord Cecil 
Meysey-Thomson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton 


| Milner, Rt. Hn.SirFrederickG. | 


Seton-Karr, Henry 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset), 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Rt. Hn..J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Welby, SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. ) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset.) 
Williams, Rt HnJ,Powell-(Birm 
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Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


{14 May 1902} 


| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath | Younger, William 
| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R. | W ortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wilson-Todd, Wm, H.(Yorks.) | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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| 
| TELLERS FOR THE AYES 

| Sir William Walrond a, « 
| Mr. Anstruther. 


NOES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, CharlesP.(Glouc., Stroud 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, ee 

Caldwell, « James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Lawrence 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Kugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dann, Sir William 

Evans, Samuel 'T. (Glamorgan) 
Firench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grittiths, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Joyce, Michael 


Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 


Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 


Ms‘ Killop, W. 


Moss, Samuel 





Norman, Henry 


O’Brien, P. . 


Oo Connor, 1 1 
O’ Dowd, John 


| O’Mara, James 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for tomorrow. 


House adjourned at 7.40. 


EVENING SITTING. 





TRADE DISPUTES— LEGAL POSITION 
OF TRADE UNIONS. 


*(9.0.) Mr. BEAUMONT (North- 
umberland, Hexham): By the fortune of 
the ballot, but I fear for the misfortune 


Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 


Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 


Logan, John William 


MacDonnell, Dr. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

(Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 


Murnaghan, George 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
0 Brien, James F. 
O’Brien, ‘Kendal( Tipperary,Mid 
VU Brien, hg ge (Kilkenny) 

J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James(W icklow,W. 
P. (Liver pool) 


O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James( Roscommon, N. Mr. 
| O” Malley, William 


O'Shaughnessy, P. J 
Partington, Oswald 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rea, Russell 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford ) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
| Rigg, Richard 

toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. } 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Sheenan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Toulmin, George 
Tully, Jasper 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxhall, James Henry 


Mark A. 


X. (Cork) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Broadhurst and Mr. 
M‘Crae. 





be the status of Trades Unions as in- 
tended by Parliament. I had almost 
shrunk from attempting to deal with 
what is a very complicated question, if I 
had not felt its importance, and it is be- 
cause I realise the importance and the 


complication of the question that I wish 
the Motion had fallen into the hands of 
other Gentlemen more directly connected 
_with Trade Unions or of some learned 


| Gentleman familiar with the law 
subject. 


of the adequate treatment of the notice | 
and legal points with which I cannot pre- 


which I now beg to make—referring as it 
does to the question of serious importance 
to Trade Unionism and the working 
classes throughout the country—it has 
fallen to my lot to draw attention to the 
law, which, as interpreted by recent judg- 


on the 
I say so in all sincerity, because 
it is obvious that the cases to which I 
shall have to refer are full of technical 


tend to be conversant. I shall therefore 
merely endeavour to point out briefly 
what seems to me (as an ordinary man in 


the street) the present position of the 
| 


ment in the courts, has thrown doubts on | 
what, for many years, has been held to | legal questions, and I can assure the House 


question without attempting to argue the 
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it will be with every desire to be corrected 
in the mistakes and omissions, which I 
know full well I shall make. 

I think it will be admitted 
that before the year 1859 the law 
as to picketing accompanied by peaceful 
persuasion was very doubtful. In that 
year, however, a short Act was passed 
which legalised picketing by peaceful per- 
suasion. This Act begins by reciting that 
“different decisions having been given 
“on the construction of the law,” then 
goes on to enact that no workman, “ by 
“reason of his merely entering into an 
‘agreement for the purpose of fixing or 
“ endeavouring to fix the rate of wages,” 
shall be guilty of offences within the meaning 
of the Act. This Act therefore may be said 
io have legalised picketing when peaceably 
conducted. The next Act, I find, is the 
‘Trade Unions Act, 1871, which legalised 
Unions and defined the general position, 
hut which for the puposes of my motion 
tonight Ido not think it necessary to 
refer to, although I have no doubt it will 
be referred to in the course of the debate 
this evening. In the same year—1s71 
there was passed the Criminal Law Amend- 
ment Act, which repealed all the old-trade 
combination laws, including the Act of 
1859, to which I have just referred, with- 
out intending, as I think is admitted, to 
change the law with regard to picketing 
peaceably conducted. Amongst other 
things it provided that no person shall 
“use violence,” “ threaten or intimidate, 
“any person or his wife and children,” nor 
“molest or obstruct” any person under 
certain penalties. Molesting or obstruct- 
ing is thus defined 

‘If he watch or beset the house or place 
where such person resides or works . . . or if, 
with two other persons, he follow such person 
in a disorderly manner.” 


I do not think I need go any further 
into that Act. No doubt, in some quar- 
ters, it created much dissatisfaction, but 
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nevertheless peaceable persuasion picket- 

ing remained legal under it. The charge | 
of the Recorder of London—Mr. Russell | 
Gurney— inthe celebrated cabinetmakers’ | 
case, was accepted as an authoritative ex- | 
position of the law, and it was quoted | 
with approval by Lord Chancellor Cairns | 
in introducing the Conspiracy and | 
Property Act in the House of Lords, in | 
1875. As 1 have referred to that Act, | 
perhaps i may be permitted to remind 

the House what I believe was the origin of | 
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it. It was drafted originally by a Liberal 
Government, when Mr. Lowe was Home 
Secretary, and was left in a pigeon-holeat 
the Home Office when Mr. Gladstone 
rather suddenly dissolved Parliament in 
1874. Thefollowing yearit was fished out, 
and was introduced by a Conservatiye 
Government by Mr. (now Lord) Cross, 
and no doubt the Conservative Govern- 
ment claimed verv great credit therefrom 
as friends of the working man. That is 
what i have always understood was the 
origin of the Act. But however it 
may be, the Government of the day 
certainly did obtain great kudos 
for passing it, and they were thanked 
by Trade Unions for their action. 

This Act seemed to make the 
position clear, until the case of 
Lyons v. Wilkins, in 1896. I need not 


go at length into the details of this 
case. It will be remembered _ that 


men employed by Messrs. Lyons and 
Sons (who were in the fancy leather 
trade) struck. Their works were 
picketed,and the pickets tried to persuade 
men not to work for Lyons. An injune- 
tion was successfully applied for against 
the ofticials who organised the picketing. 
The trial came on in 1897, but as 
the famous case of Allen +. Flood 
was before the Lords at the time, the 
judge (Mr. Justice Byrne) awaited their 
decision before he gave his judgment. 
It will be in the memory of hon. Mem- 
bers that this was an action against the 
Boilermakers’ Society for inducing the 
Glengall Iron Company to dismiss 
Flood. In the end the jury found 
that Allen had done so maliciously, and 
Mr. Justice Kennedy gave judgment with 
damages against the Trade Union. The 
decision was appealed against, and 
the case finally reached the House of 
Lords, who decided by six to three that 
Allen had not done any unlawful act. 
The three dissenting Lords were the 
Lord Chancellor, Lord Ashbourne and 
Lord Morris, while the majority consisted 
of Lords Watson, Maenaghten, Shand, 
Davey, James and Herschell. In the 
following year the reserved judgment in 


Lyons +. Wilkins was delivered, Mr. 


Justice North making the injunction 


permanent. ‘The defendants appealed, 
but Lord Justice Lindley and two others 
upheld 2the Fdecision. This decision 
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practica'ly decided against peaceful per- 
suasion, Which up till then had been 
looked upon as legal. 

I have only one more; and the most 
recent case to mention—it is the Taff 
Vale Railway case, decided in the 
House of Lords last year, the result 
of which was to practically lay down 
that Unions could be sued in their cor- 
porate capacity, and their funds made 
attachable even although only peaceful 
persuasion had been used. The Housewill 
remember the history of this case; cer- 
tain men engaged by the Railway Com- 
pany to take the place of strikers 


being advised by the Secretary 
of the Amalgamated Society of 


Railway Servants to return home, an 
injunction was granted against the 
Secretary and the Society. The Society 
appealed and the case went up to the 
House of Lords, who, last July, reversed 
the judgment of the Court of Appeal. 
The Lord Chancellor, in giving judgment 
against the society, said — 

“That if the Legislature had created a thing 
which can own property, which can employ 
sevants, and which can inflict injury, it must 
be taken to have impliedly given the power to 
make it suable in a court of law for injuries 
purposely done by its authority and procure- 
ment. 

[ will not attempt to argue for a 
moment that this is bad lawand I admit 
that it is difficult to contend that the 
Unions should enjoy all the advantages 
and have none of the liabilities of a 
¢orporate existence, but it certainly does 
seem to put a c mstruction upon the law 
which was not intended by the Act of 
1875. And, if so, it may fairly be 
¢alled—with every respect to the judges 
— Judge-made Law.’ Some _ people 
may object to the phrase “ Judge- 
made Law,” Lut I ean assure hon. 
Members, that, by this Motion, no re- 
flection is intended upon the impar- 


tiality of His Majesty’s judges. But be 
the fault that of Parliament, for not 


having said clearly what it intended, 


or be it due to the misinterpretation of 


the judges as to what Par- 
liament meant, surely it is time that 
the law should be clearly defined. 
Heaven forbid that I should say a word 
which would suggest that I thought that 
inany contingency strikes were desirable, 
much less that I should use such 
language as was used last year both by 
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the right hon. Gentlemen, the Pre- 
sident of the Board of Trade and the 
Colonial Secretary, when for a time the 
question of acoal strike had hung in the 
balance. And if either of the right hon. 
Gentlemen whom I refer to had been 
here, I should have been glad to have 
reminded him of the words he used on 
that occasion—the right hon. Gentleman 
the Colonial Secretary in his speech of the 
10th May, at Birmingham, and the 
right hon. Gentleman the  Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade in a 
speech on the coal tax in this House. 
But, Sir, it is conceivable that 
a strike may sometimes be inevitable, 
but by the recent decisions organised 
persuasion by men peacefully disposed be- 
comes an actionable, civil wrong for which 
Trade Unions may be severely crippled, 
even if the acts done were not authorised 
by the Executive of the Union, but were 
committed by irresponsible persons. This 
surely when Parliament legalised Trade 
Unions could not have been intended, and 
it is this which alarms Trade Unions so 
much at this moment. I observe that 
there is an Amendment on the Paper, 
which seems to question whether the law 
has been changed or not. I have no 
doubt that that will be dealt with later 
in the evening, but I believe that the Em- 
ployers’ Parliamentary Council admit that 
the law has been changed, so that the 
law calls for reconsideration. I should 
have thought that everything outside 
peaceful persuasion was amply covered by 
Section 7 of the Act in 1875, to which I 
have referred, but which I will not trouble 
the House by reading thisevening. This Act 
was passed, as I have reminded the House, 
by a Conservative Government, _ pre- 
sumably on ground, of public policy, 
and Iecannot think that a Conservative 
Government today will assent to its 
practical repeal to the disadvantage of 
the Unions without proposing legislation 
to take its place, which my Motion calls 
on them to do. I beg to move the Re- 
solution standing in my name. 


(9.20) Mr. BELL (Derby): I rise to 
second the Motion which has been so ably 
moved by the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Hexham, and in doing so, I 
may say that, although I represent a very 
large body of organised workmen in this 
country, | venture to suggest that neither 
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in this House nor out of it can anyone 
bring a charge against me that at any 
time | have encouraged strikes, or any 
such trouble as that in the labour 
world. Now every one knows that 
Trade Unions, illegal and legal, are of very 
long standing. Prior to being legalised 
by the Trade Unions Act of 1871, much 
mischief was done, owing to the secret 
conduct of the organisations. The Com- 
bination Act of [N25 5, which was referred 
to by the hon. Gentleman who moved the 
Motion, conferred a certain degree of 
freedum upon the Unions. It exempted 


from punishment “persons meeting 
together for consulting upon and deter- 


mining the rate of wages which the persons 
present at the meeting or any of them 
should demand for their work, or the 
number of hours they should work.” 
Meetings for strikes, or the payment of 
strike pay, or meetings to protest against 
the tyranny of foremen, to regulate ap- 
prentices, or to protest against sweatings, 
piecework, or insanitary condition of em- 
ployment, were all illegal. The presence 
of any such provisions in the rules made 
the union an illegal association. They 
therefore pursued these “illegal objects,’ 
in secrecy. Goaded into anger by their 
secretly nurtured grievances, and the 
haunting sense of repression, some of the 
looser spirits broke away, and engaged in 
some acts of the most deplorable character, 


and committed shocking outrages. It will 
be remembered that before the Royal 


Commissioners which sat to inquire into 
these matters, Broadhead confessed to 
the mischief done at Shettield. This led 
up to the Act of 1871, which made Trade 
Unions, previously illegal, sufficiently 
legal (1) to exempt men from the charge 
of criminal conspiracy, for merely having 
membership in them, and (2) to prosecute 
officials for dishonesty. |The promoter 
of the Act (the then Home Secretary, 
Mr. Bruce) certainly did not intend to 
go beyond this. He referred to the dis- 
cussion of the question of incorporation 
which had taken place at the 
Trade Union Commission in 1867. The 
majority of the Commission urged incor- 
poration. The majority condemned it in 
the words which I will read——I have the 
the volume containing this a ¢atenso, but 
[ will read an extract— 

‘A very serious question arises here as to 
whether legislation of a far more comprehensive 
character is not needed to place Trades Unions 
on a full legal footing; whether, in fact, a 
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complete statute should not be enacted analo- 
gous to the provisions of the Friendly Socie- 
ties Act and the Joint Stock Companies Acts, 
and the like, by means of which uniform rules 
would be framed for the formation, manage- 
ment, and dissolution of these associations ; and 
by which they should be enabled to sue and to 
be sued by their members to recover from mem- 
bers their contributions or fines, and to be made 
lable to members for the benefits as-ured. 
Weare inclined to believe that the time has not 
yet come, if it ever will come, for any such 
statute. The amount of feeling which this 
question arouses on both sides,the great irrita- 
tion of those who have suffered by Trades 
Unions, and the extreme jealousy on the part 
of their members of State interference, would, 
we are convinced, render the attempt to pass 
such a measure impracticable. We are far 
from seeing any certainty that such an Act 
is even ultimately desirable. Trade Unions 
are essentially clubs and not trading companies, 
and we think that the degree of regulation 
pos-ible in the case of the latter is not possible 
in the case of the former. All questions of 
crime apart, the objects at which they aim, the 
rights which they claim, and the liabilities 
which they incur, are for the most part, it 
seems to us, such as courts of law should 
neither enforce, nor modify, nor annul, They 
should rest entirely on consent. 


This the Home Secretary quoted fully, 
and said— 
“Tt isin accordance with that opinion that 


the measure of the Government has been 
framed.” 


It is clear, therefore, to my mind, that 
it was not intended that a Trade Union 
should be made a corporate body as the 
judgment of the law courts would describe 
it. The promoters of the Act had not 
the least notion of making unions legal 
and suable entities. Therefore, from 
1871 to 1901 — thirty years—during 
which period not less than 25,000 strikes 
and lock-outs must have occurred, Lords, 


Commons, judges, lawyers, employers, 
and workmen, all believe that Trades 
Unions were not  suable for wrongs 


committed by there officers 2nd members. 
This belief is justified by the fact that 
during the same period, in the progress 
of some of these disputes, unfortunately 
some cases of personal violence and 
injury to property have been known to 
oceur, in connection with which the 
offenders have been heavily fined or 
imprisoned. But the unions have never 
before been sued, nor has it been 
attempted to sue them. The Conspiracy 
and Protection to Property Act of 1875 
and the Common Law, give both 
employers and workmen ample protection 
from violence and injury to person or 


property, 
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I will read Section 7 of the Conspiracy | 


and Protection of Property Act, 1872. 


“Section 7.—Every person who, with a view 
to compel any other person to abstain from 
doing or to doany act which such other person 
has a legal right to do or abstain from doing, 
wrongfully and without legal authority. 

«(1) Uses violence to or intimidates such 
other person, or his wife and children, or in- 
jures his property ; or 

“(2) Persistently follows such other person 
about from place to place ; or 

«(3) Hides any tools, clothes, or other pro- 

rty owned or used by such other person, or 
Stren him of, or hinders him in, the use 
thereof ; or 

“(4) Watches or besets the house or other 
place where such other person resides, or works, 
or carries ou business, or 

“(5) Follows such other person with two or 
more persons in a disorderly manner in or 
through any street or road shall, on conviction 
thereof by a Court of Summary Jurisdiction, 
or an indictment, as hereinafter mentioned, be 
liable either to pay a penalty not exceeding 
£2) or to be imprisoned for a term not exceed- 
ing three months, with or without bard labour. 

“Attending at or near the house or place 
where a person resides, or works, or carries on 
business, or happens to be, or the approach to 
such house or place, in order merely to obtain 
or communicate information, shall not be 
deemei a watching or besetting within the 
meaning of this Section.” 


I maintain that that Act provides 
sufficient protection (as it was intended 
that it should) for either employer or 
workman, But I think that the 
Employers’ Parliamentary Council who, 
| believe, are responsible very largely 
for this reactionary attempt to put back 
and thwart the efforts of the Trade 
Unions during the last few years, suggest 
that this should be added to the Con- 
spiracy Act, namely, that— 

“Every person who in any street commits 
any of the following offences shall be liable 
toa penalty notexceeding 40s. for each offence— 
and forthe pur poses of thisSection ‘street’ shall 
include any harbour, railway station, canal, 
depot, wharf, towing-path, puvlic park, links, 
common, or open area or space, the strand and 
sea beach down to the low water mark).” 


And the offences which are specified, 
are jostling and loitering, standing 
or loitering on the footway, or 
sitting or lying, to the obstruction 
or annoyance of the residents or passen- 


gers on the footway or street. And I 
certainly think that the Employers’ 
Parliamentary Council have been ex- 


tremely modest, otherwise they would 
hot have stopped at low-water mark on 
the beach. Again, I find at the Labour 
Commission of 1894, the question of 
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incorporation was discussed, and men- 
tioned in both the Majority and Minority 
Reports. The Majority said— 


“*We think that the extension of liberty to 
bodies of workmen or employers to acquire 
tuller legal personality than that which they at 
present possess, is desirable, in order to afford, 
when both parties wish it, the means of securing 
the observance, at least for fixed periods, of 
the collective agreements which are now, as a 
matter of fact, made between them in so many 
cases, 

**9, In order to enable trade associations to 
enter into collective legally-binding agreements, 
with the consequence that, in case of breach of 
contract, they would be liable to be sued for 
damages payable out of their collective funds, 
it would not be sutticient to repeal Sub-section 
4 of Section 4 of the Act of 1871. Even if that 
legislative incapacity were taken away, the 
trade associations would be prevented by that 
want of legal personality from entering into 
such agreements, or sueing or being sued, except 
with regard to the management of their funds 
and real estate.” 

‘**10. It would be necessary that they should 
require. by some process of registration, a 
corporate character sufficient for these 
purposes.” 

They added — 

“The evidence does not show that public 
opinion is as yet ripe for the changes in the 
legal status of trades associations which we 
have suggested, but we have thought it vo be 
desirable to indicate what may, as it appears 
to us, ultimately prove to be the most natural 
and reasonable solution, and some at least of 
the ditticulties which have been brought to our 
notice.” 

The members of the Committee who 
appended their signatures to these re- 
commendations were: The Duke of 
Devonshire, Sir Frederick Pollock, Sir 


M. Hicks- Beach, Mr. D. Dale, Mr. 
Leonard Courtney, Mr. T. H. Ismay, 
Mr. G. Livesey, and Mr. Tunstill. The 


minority, consisting of Mr. W. Abraham, 
M.P., Mr. Tom Mann, the late Mr. J. 
Maudsley, and Mr. Michael Austin, 
strongly opposed these recommendations 
and said— 


‘*One proposal made to the Commission by 
several witnesses appears to us open to the 
gravest objection. This suggestion is that it 
would be desirable to make Trade Unions liable 
to be sued by any person who had a grievance 
against the action of their officers or agents. 
To expose the large amalgamated societies of the 
country with their accumulated funds, some- 
times reaching a quarter of a million sterling, 
to be sued for damages by any employer in any 
part of the country, or by any discontented 
member or non-uvionist, for the action of some 
branch secretary or delegate would be a great 
injustice. If every Trade Union were liable to 
be perpetually harrassed by actions at law on 
account of the doings of individual members ; 
if Trade Union funds were to be depleted by 
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lawyers’ fees and costs, if not even by damages 
or fines, it would go far to make Trade Unionism 
impossible for any but the most prosperous and 
experienced artisans. The present freedom of 
Trade Unions from any interference by the 
courts of law—anomalous as it may appear 
to lawyers—was, after prolonged struggle and 
Parliamentary agitation, conceded in 1871, and 
finally became law in 1876. Any attempt to 
revoke this hardly-won charter of Trade Union 
freedom, or in any way to tamper with the 
purely voluntary character of their associations, 
would, in our opinion, provoke the most em- 
bittered resistance from the whole body of 
Trade Unionists, and would, we think, be 
andesirable from every point of view.” 


The minority strongly opposed incorpora- 
tion. They opposed what was asked for 
by the others. From what I have pointed 
out it was quite clear that up to the 
Lord’s decision in the Taff Vale case there 
was no idea in authoritative quarters that 
unions were legal entities, or such an 
eminent lawyer as Sir Frederick Pollock 
if he thought so could not have signed 
the report I have quoted. 

Rightly or wrongly, the several deci- 
sions of the courts and the House of 
Lords are now standing laws, which have 
placed the Trade Unions and workmen 
on ground absolutely below and unfair 
compared with employers ; and it is with 
a desire that they may be placed on an 
equality with employers that I support 
this Motion. If unions are to be entities 
to be sued, they must also have the right 
to sue. Ido not seek either, but if we 
are compelled to have the one we demand 
the other. As things are at present they 
are all one-sided. It is illegal for Trade 
Unionists to issue lists of unfair firms with 
a View to preventing men from working 
for such firms, or preventing other people 
from trading with them. Whereas, on 
the other hand, employers can, and do, 
issue black lists, and through the medium 
of the character-note system they con- 
stantly prevent men getting employment 
with firms which would otherwise be wil- 
ling to employ them. I know from my 
own experience that railway companies, 
as well as other employers, will not em- 
ploy men until they have referred to 
their late employers. And we know—at 
any rate, we have grave suspicion and 
justification for it—that secret communi- 
cations go on between the companies. It 
is illegal for Trade Unionists to strike in 
order to compel men to join a union, 
whereas employers constantly discharge 
men simply because they were members 


of Trade Unions, and it has been held 
‘ 
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legal for employers to refrain from trad- 
ing in order to compel competing traders 
to join them in combination. I know one 
or two firms, at any rate, in my own con- 
stituency who were direct employers of 
labour in small factories on whom the 
Employer’s Federation in the particular 
trade came down and shook and showed 
ruin to the factory if he did not join the 
combination. If that is permitted to 
employers we demand the same right for 
the workmen. I have here a very con- 
crete case. I do not know whether the 
hon. Gentlemen opposite will be disposed 
to cheer the details as I narrate them. 
In June of last year the men employed 
at the Amalgamated Rubber Works, 
Leyland, decided to form a branch of 
the Amalgamated Society of India 
Rubber Workers. About sixty were 
already members of the central organisa- 
tion, so there was no difficulty in forming 
a branch. On hearing this, Mr. Baxter 
(managing director) sent for the chair- 
man and gave him the alternative of 
leaving the union or being discharged 
from hisemployment. The man refused 
to leave the union, and was discharged 
along with thirteen others. Now, this is 
the action of the employers in this par- 
ticular instance--this is the notice they 
posted up in the watch house window :— 


‘*The management have been informed that 
clandestine meetings have been held amongst 
some of the workpeople for the purpose of 
formivg a union of the society. 

“Tt has always been the sole desire of the 
management to deal fairly and honestly with 
all the workpeople, and the absence of com- 
plaint testifies that such object las been 
attained. 

‘*The management reserve the right to con- 
trol their own works, and any employé taking 
active part, after this date, in promoting any 
action which shall have for its object interfer- 
ence from outside influence wiil be immediately 
dismissed.” 


That was dated the 22nd June, 1901. In 
order that I may be perfectly correct in 
the matter I am bringing before the 
House I communicated with one of the 
men yesterday. I asked him to let me 
know if all the men had been employed 
by now or not, and he writes to me 

“Six out of fourteen discharged men have 
thrown up the union and gone hack to theit 
work. Se I am sorry to say that it 
has had a very bad effect upon our branch. 
Three are working at other trades oon 
three are in Birmingham, and two have not 
started work yet. et 
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That is since June of last year. The 
men have been treated like this by the 
employers for doing that which they had 
a perfectly legal right to do, namely, 
joining their Trade Union. I say if that 
is fair for the employers, it is equally 
fair forthe workmen to refuse to work 
with other men unlees they join the 
union. And what did the managing 
director, Mr. J. E. Baxter, when inter- 
viewed by a Press representative, say ? 
Why, he said that the men were only 
dismissed after the publication of the 
notice warning all who associated them- 
slves with the movement that instant 
dismissal would be the penalty. Mr. 
Baxter declared that he was not only 
fighting the present battle on behalf of 
the company, but for the whole trade of 
England. 


Now, Sir, that is the action ot 
employers, which I take it is regarded as 
prtectly legal, but if the workmen do 
anything ot the kind they are ‘‘com- 
mitting acts which are illegal.” While 
the employers are allowed to dismiss 
men for joining a union, the workmen are 
not allowed to ask men to join the union. 
Then, we know that the mine owners 
and other employers in different trades 
when they find that the market is becom- 
ing glutted with the commodity which 
they are supplying from time to time place 
the men on short time. But when the men’s 
union put the men to work for only five 
days a week in order to restrict the out- 
put and keep up the prices—I do not say 
whether it is right or wrong, we are not 
discussing the merits of the question— 
there is an injunction applied for. There 
isin this way at the present moment an 
injunction against the miners and a claim 
by the mine-owners for £70,000 damages. 
We, the men, have adopted exactly the 
sme method as the employers. They 
sid that the market was becoming 
glutted and that wages were coming 
down, and they agreed to stop a few odd 
(ays in order to restrict the output. The 
employers say that is illegal. The men 
ay it is legal, but an injunction is 
granted, and damages are claimed from 
the Union for doing exactly what the 
tmployers have done times out of num- 
ber. I say that what is fair for one is 
lair for the other. It is illegal on the 
part of the Trade Unions during a dis- 
pute to peacefully persuade men not to 
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enter the employment of the firm in con- 
flict with the Union, give them food or 
lodgings, or pay their fares back whence 
they came; whereas employers can, and 
do, not only persuade men to enter such 
employment, but it is customary for 
employers on such occasions to advertise 
for men and employ agents whose char- 
acters are not always above suspicion to: 
go round amongst the slums and pick up 
men. I am speaking of matters within 
my own knowledge and experience when 
I say that these agents go round the slums, 
pick up men—often by bribing them with 
drink—and whenthey have made them half. 
drunk, misrepresent the facts of the case, 
give sums of money, pay their fares, and 
then get them to sign contracts to take the 
place of the men on strike. And not in- 
frequently they temporarily pay these 
men higher rates of wages than that 
which was asked by the firm’s owm 
men in the first instance and refused —the 
refusal leading to the strike. I say they 
bring them from the places where they 
pick them up, paying their fares to the 
places where they are required to work, 
and then, on the other hand, if the pickets 
of the union drop across these imported 
men and tell them the true facts of the 
case, putting a different complexion on the 
circumstances of the dispute to the 
plausible tale with which the men have 
been beguiled from their own districts by 
the employers and their agents, and if the 
pickets of the union pay the fares of the 
newcomers back again it is an offence 
against the law, and damages are straight- 
way claimed against the union. 

Now, how do the employers get hold of 
these men? I dare say members of this 
House—the majority of whom are em 
ployers—-know very little about all this. 
They do not interest themselves in the 
details of their concerns, leaving the 
management to others. It is their repre- 
sentatives and officials who do the work. 
Let me read to the House a document 
which came into my hands illustrative of 
the way in which men were got by em 
ployers. During the Taft Vale strike | 
instructed a man—for obvious reasons | 
will not give his name or district—to re- 
spond to an advertisement of the railway 
company in order to ‘ascertain what was 
being done to obtain men and how it was 
being done. The man carried out his in- 
structions, and this is his statement : 
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‘*On application at the Free Labour Associa 
tion office a list of vacancies is read out to the 
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applicant, and then he is asked which position 
he would like to take up, and after he has 
informed, he is told to call again and see the 
general manager. The general manager asks 
him a few questions, and informs him on what 
lay he will be able to proceed to his new job. 
Each applicant is told that there is no dispute 
on, and that there is no fear of one, as they 
satisfied the union men not long ago that they 
were no use on the Taff Vale Railway, and 
also that every man on the railway had been 
given notice that they must either leave the 
service of the company, because the company 
had decided to have no one working for them 
who were members of the union or any other 
society except the Free Labour Association.” 


I presume hon. Members opposite will 
say this is quite fair—that employers are 
entitled to take that action. I do not 
deny that employers have a right to do 
that, but I claim on behalf of the work- 
men that they have as much right also 
to state the facts to their fellow workmen 
as the employers have. Trade Union 
funds have been held attachable for 
damage caused by members of the union 
in the absence of express sanction of such 
acts by the union Executive, whereas the 
funds of employers’ combinations are not 
held attachable even when damage has 
been sustained by individual workmen, 
and by unions of workmen as the direct 
result of evidence given to members by 
executives of such employers’ combina- 
tions. I have proved damage to the men 
in the ease of the Indian Rubber Company 
to which I have referred. Yet the Rubber 
Company cannot be sued for the injury 
done to these men. What we complain 
of is that the new interpretation put on 
the law by the judges is all in favour of 
the employer. And let me say this, in 
fairness to employers—there are em- 
ployers and employers—there are honest 
and honourable employers, and there are 
dishonest and dishonourable and vindiec- 
tive employers. There are some who 
take advantage of the present state of 
the law—-who go to the courts and ob- 
tain injuctions and restrain union 
members from doing certain things. I 
am not here to put forward the Taff 
Vale case, and endeavour to have it tried 
here. That will be tried elsewhere, but 
I would give a fact or two in connection 
with it in order to illustrate what | 
desire to impress on Members of the 
House. During the progress of the Taff 
Vale strike, two men interfered with the 
working of a train—a most deplorable 
thing to do—an act condemned by me 
and all sensible people. These men were 


Mr. Bell. 


{COMMONS} 
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arrested, they were tried at the assizes 
and were sentenced to six weeks im. 
prisonment with hard labour. They 
deserved all they got. I do not complam 
of that. But the employers now come 
because of the action of these men, to 
claim damages from the union. [ say it 
is monstrous, and it was never intended 
to be part of the law. A policeman has 
authority to arrest a wrongdoer in the 
streets, but if he exceed his lawful 
authority, he is made liable for damages, 
it is not the corporation who emp oy 
him who are to pay, it is the police 
officer who is punished according to the 
offence which he had committed in excess 
of his authority. Now what is sauce for 
the goose is sauce for the gander, and 
all we ask for is the observation of the 
principle embodied infJthat old proverb, 
Ifthe law is to be that Trade Unions 
may be held as corporations, then they 
must have equal power to sue in their 
turn. Men often join the unions during 
a strike for an advance of wages ora re 
duction of hours, but when the strike js 
over they often cease their membership, 
sometimes because they have gained 
what they wanted, or in other instances 
because they are disappointed in not 
having got what they wished. It is for 
these men who rush in when there is 
something to be gained and soon run 
out again, that the unions are asked to 
hold themselves responsible. That is the 
unfair position in which it is sought to 
put Trade Unions. 

What we desire is that the Govern 
ment should bring in a Bill to restore 
the unions to the position in which they 
were by the Acts previous to the decision 
of the House of Lords, or at least to put 
them on a fair and equal footing with 
the employers, so that it may be clearly 
ascertained and properly defined what is 
legal and what is illegal in their fune 
tions, and so that the unions may know 
what is right and how to avoid that 
which is wrong. I know of no union 
which desires to be guilty of an illegal 
act. It will also assist employers, some 
of whom are not free from prejudice and 
vindictiveness, and whose stubbornnes 
is responsible for many of the disputes 
that have taken place, to know that 
they could not obtain, and the judge 
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act which the employers may regard as 
illegal. A similar case to that to which 
I have been referring was tried last 
month in New York before Justice 
Gayner. It was an application for an 
injunction by Frank Hezog and Lewis 
E. Ebert, bookbinders, to restrain J. L. 
Fitzgerald and others from patrolling 
and picketing streets in the vicinity of 
the plaintiffs’ place of business with a 
view to inducing or compelling men at 
work to join in a strike which had been 
declared. In his decision Judge Gayner 
said, — 

“This is not a case of the injunction in ad- 
vance of a trial. No violence has been done to 
persons or property. Capital and labour have 
an equal right to organise, as is now recognised 
by all sensible people. The Courts should not 
interfere except in the case of obvious necessity. 
When Courts and judges of the first instance 
have gone beyond this it has been an abuse of 
power. 

I believe that will apply exactly to the 
position in which are the Trade Unions 
of this country at the present time. 
Trade Unions simply want justice and 
equality ; they want to be on the same 
platform with the employers. But even 
with the most favourable legislation 
Trade Unions can searce be in the 
same position as employers, who with 
their system of secret character notes 
have an advantage which the work- 
men’s combinations do not, and cannot, 


DSSESS. 
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| hope the House will express itself | 


in favour of this Motion, for I venture 


to say that the two millions of Trade | 


Unionists of this country will 
consent to remain in their present 
position. They will demand this legisla- 
tion, and if employers are unwise 
enough to drive back the men to the 
position in which they were befure 
Is71 I venture to say they will live 
to regret it. I wish it to be understood 
that | am not saying this in any sense 
by way of threat, but the employers 
know full well that working men can 
and{ will have their rights in some 
way or other, and all they ask for is 
equality of treatment. With less than 
that they will not be content. I second 
the resolution. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Legislation is necessary to prevent 
workmen being placed by judge-made 


| 
not 
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law in a position inferior to that intended 


by Parliament in 1875.” —( Mr. Beaumont.) 


Disputes. 


(9.50) Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire 
W): I regret that the hon. Gentleman 
who has just sat down should have 
marred his speech by the threatening 
language with which he concluded his 
remarks. On the whole, his statement of 
the case was fair, and no one in this 
House is more qualified to bring it for- 
ward, but I do not hesitate to say that 
language of the kind to which | refer 
would make no impression upon me, nor 


do I believe that it would make 
any impression on the great body 


of those who give industrial employment 
in the country. We, the employers, 
want no more than the hon. Member 
opposite is willing to give us, namely, 
equal rights and fair opportunities to 
sarry on our own industries. We want 
the protection that the law gives us, and 
we do not wantto see that protection 
denied to those who are in our employ- 
ment. ‘The hon. Member for the Hexham 
Division, who has brought forward this 
Motion, seems to suggest that the Unions 
should prevail over the Statute Law as 
interpreted by the Courts. I think that 
is a somewhat unfortunate proposition to 
place before the House, and I should like 
to take exception to the expression 
“ Judge-made law.”’ The laws which are 
referred to are the Statute Laws of the 
land—{Hon. Members on the Opposition 
eide of the House, *‘ No!” |—well, a few 
decisions have been given at Common 
Law; but the ground of criticism to 
which this Resolution addresses itself is 
the Statute Law, and I regret to find it 
suggested that these Statute Laws are 
Judge-made. They are made by the 
Imperial Parliament of this country, and 
the judges are the administrators and 
not the makers of the law. 

I should like to remind the House that 
the Trade Unions themselves seem to be of 
two opinions as to the highest legal 
tribunal of the country, because at the 
last meeting of the Trade Union Con 
gress, which was held in September, 1901, 
the Chairman in his opening address 
referred to the Taff Vale dispute and to 
the decision given by the House of 
Lords. He said— 

‘*The House of Lords has allowed itself to be 


seduced into deciding a purely legal question 
on grounds which were political.” 
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The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Forest of Dean cheers that sentiment. 
I do not think it is a sentiment believed 
in by hon. Members either on this side 
or that side of the House. But what 
does the Chairman go on to say with 
regard to the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act? The House will remember that 
there was a question as to the appellate 
jurisdiction of the House of Lords in 
regard to that Act, and last year the 
Lord Chancellor brought in a Bill on the 
subject. The Chairman referred to the 
provisions of the Act as having been 
interpreted in a broad-minded and, 
generally speaking, satisfactory manner 
so far as the workmen are concerned. 


Yes, but I should like to carry that a | 


little further and to remind the House 
that a Resolution was submitted by the 
Parliamentary Committee of the Con- 


gress bearing on the subject, and 
carried, I understand, unanimously, 


and ordered to be forwarded to the Lord 
Chancellor—- 


“That this Committee views with alarm 
the proposal to abolish the appellate juarisdic- 
tion of the House of Lords in connection with 
tne Workmen’s Compensation Act, and ealls 
upon the workers of the country to wire their 
representatives in Parliament to prevent the 
Bill now before the House of Lords becoming 
law when it comes before the House of 
Commons.” 


The hon. Member for Derby says “ that 
what is sauce for the goose is sauce for 
the gander,” and therefore if the decision 
of the House of Lords in regard to one 


{COMMONS} 





matter is to be respected, it should be | 


respected in regard to another matter. 


The Amendment which I have placed | 


on the Paper is moved in no spirit 
ot hostility to the general objects of 
Trade Unions. I do not suppose there 


are any employers in this House who do | 7, 


not recognise the perfect right of persons 
to combine for lawful purposes. We 
recognise the improvements which have 
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during recent years. And we recognise 
another thing, namely, the value of the 
Provident Funds which have been estab- 
lished in connection with the unions. In 
regard to the question of Provident 
Funds, I notice that the hon. and 
learned Member for Haddingtonshire, in 
a speech in the House of Lords in a case 
which was heard in regard to this matter, 
urged as one reason for the favourable 
consideration of the point he was putting 
to the Lords for their consideration, that 
the funds of the society contributed for 
trade and provident purposes were 
mixed up together, and that the widows 
and orphans might suffer, if the Trade 
Unions were suable and held liable for 
wrong committed. Does not that rest 
with the Trade Unions themselves? 
There are many in this House who 
have criticised the constitution of 
Trade Unions in regard to this matter. 
Iam not quite sure that in the Trad» 
Unions themselves there are not ditfer- 
ences of opinion as to whether the 
Provident Funds ought not to be sepa- 
rated from those funds which are 
available for strike work. I rather 
think that in the deliberations of the 
Trade Union Congress which took place 
last year, there were indications of a 
movement in that direction. 


However that may be, whilst one 
recognises the good which has been 
effected by Trade Unions, I think it 
does not blind Members of this House 
and the people of the country to 
the mistakes which are made, and to 
|the dangers which may arise in other 
directions. Employers in this country 
/are well aware of the injury done in 
| certain trades by the rigid enforcement 
of Trade Union rules. The articles in 
e Times have brought home, I believe, 
| to a large body of the public, more fully 
| than ever before, the danger to many 
| trades in this country which arises from 


heen effected in the position and status | the restriction placed upon labour by the 


of workmen by the operations of Trade 
Unions, not only in regard to the 
iembers of those unions, but in respect 
of the men outside them. We recognise 
also their efforts in the direction of the 


| Trade Union regulations. Ido not think 
that all Trade Unionists themselves 
| regard them as desirable; I think many 
| regard them as blocking the whole system 
| of Trade Unions, and regret them. But, 


peaceful settlement of difficulties, and | after all, they do exist, and it is well that 
their movement in the direction of | we should keep them in mind, and regard 
deciding disputes by conciliation rather | the action of Trade Unions in respect 


than by strikes—a movement which has | of 


these matters with anxiety and 


tended to prevent strikes in many cases | apprehension. 


Mr. Renshaw. 
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There is no doubt about the mean- 
ing of the Resolution before the House, 
though the language on the Paper is 
somewhat bold and enigmatical. The 
right hon. Member for the Forest of Dean 
and the hon. Member who sits beside him 
have both Bills this session. That of the 
right hon. Baronet is the Trades Disputes 
Bill, and, as I understand, it purports to 
be founded on recent decisions in certain 
cases in the Law Courts. These cases are 
three. ‘Two of them have already been 
referred to. One is that of Lyons ». 
Wilkins, which was heard in the Court of 
Appeal on September 20, 1898. Then 
there was the Taff Vale case, which was 
decided by the House of Lords on July 22, 
1901, the decision being that a Trade 
Union could be sued in its registered 
name for illegal acts done by its agents 
under its authority and for its benefit. 
Leatham v. Quin was an Irish case 
appealed to the House of Lords, who 
gave their decision on August 5th, 1901. 
That case was brought in the [rish Courts 
under the Common Law to protect a man, 
between whom and his workmen there was 
never at any time any dispute, but who 
was interfered with by the labour union 
through a third party, who also had no 
quarrel with his workmen. The whole 
contention before the House of Lords 
was that the plaintiff had no remedy 
against those who inflicted injury upon 
him. The Lord Chancellor said— 

“Tf, upon these facts so found, the plaintiff 
could have no remedy against those who had 
thus injured him, it could hardly be said that 
our jurisprudence was that of a civil com- 
munity. ~ 
These are the cases upon which this 
Motion purports to be brought forward. 
The question it raises is that the legal 
tights of members of Trade Unions have 
been injured by those decisions. My 
Amendment asks the House to say that 
theyare not. If hon. Members will follow 
the views expressed at the Trade Union 
Congress, they will see what they are in 
Tegard to those cases. The Chairman of 
the Trade Union Congress, in his open- 
ing address, said, speaking of the Taff 
Vale Case— 


“Therefore in this instance it may be as well 
to make haste slowly, more especially as the 
question of picketing has yet to be tried. 
Nothing could be more unsatisfactory than the 
present position of this matter, and until some 
definite pronouncement has been given on the 
subject by the House of Lords, considerable 
doubt must continue to be felt as to the extent 
to which picketing can be legally carried.” 


VOL. CVIIL [FourTH SERIES. | 
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/were given —one in August, 
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The decisions to which I have referred 
1898, 
and two in the summer of 1901, and 


| this speech of the Chairman of the Con- 


gress was delivered in September, 1901. 
Continuing, he said— 


‘* When the question has been finally settled, 
the ground will be cleared and we shall more 
fully comprehend the steps necessary to be 
taken in order to safeguard our interest, 
financially and otherwise.” 


Further, it is stated— 


‘‘ Your committee are also of opinion that the 
most vital question has yet to be decided, 
namely, the question of picketing, and that it 
is absolutely necessary in the interests of all 
concerned that the matter should be pressed to 
an issue in order that the position may be 
speedily and clearly defined by the highest legal 
tribunal.” 


That was not all that took place, because 
the Parliamentary Committee included 
in its Report counsel’s opinion on the Taff 
Vale case as follows— 

“* Under the judgment (Lyons v. Wilkins) it 
would be exceedingly difficult to conduct a 
strike without any degree of success without 
doing illegal acts so that the first step to be 
taken in my opinion should be that the first 
case where an injunction is sought to restrain 

yersons from picketing should be taken to the 
fouse of Lords under the authority of Congress, 
or such persons as it would authorise, so as to 
prevent the possibility of anything happening 
similar to that in the case of Lyons v. 
Wilkins.” 

Further discussion took place on the 
subject, and the recommendation of the 
Parliamentary Committee to the Congress 
was to the following effect— 

“In view of the decision of the House of 
Lords in the Taff Vale case rendering the funds 
of societies liable in damages for the illegal acts 
of their agents, this Congress impowers the 
Parliamentary Committee to take a test case to 
the House of Lords to ascertain how far 
picketing may be carried on without infringing 
the law, and rendering the funds of the societies 
liable to damages.” 


Mr. Edmund Browne, counsel to the 
Congress, was present, and he said— 


‘*The most important point in the whole 
question was where did they stand in regard to 
picketing, and until they had received the 
opinion of the highest tribunal on the land on 
it, it was in his opinion of no use whatever for 
them to be doing anything in connection with 
the Taff Vale decision, and that was why in 
accordance with his advice the Parliamentary 
Committee had decided they must get a decision 
in regard to picketing.” 

If that is the view of the Trades Unions 
as expressed unanimously in a resolution, 
and if that is the view of their counsel, 


L 
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I think it is 


{COMMONS} 


a strong thing to | leave the Unions and their officials a free 
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come to this House and propose the | hand to interfere with the liberty of 
resolution which is now submitted. In| employers and working men outside the 
face of this clearly-expressed conviction | Unions—by far the larger number of 


that they ought to get a final decision of | workmen. It 


the House of Lords, this House is asked 
to pass a vague Resolution of this sort, 
which cannot be otherwise regarded than 
a reflection on the Law Courts of the 
country. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): May 1 ask 
the hon. Gentleman whether he suggests 
that the Parliamentary Committee are 
opposed to this Resolution ? 


Mr. RENSHAW: I do not think 
that the House has misunderstood any 
point of my argument. 


| 
| 


/no protection. 


means that business 
might be ruined and workmen deprived 
of employment, while thelaw would afford 
Clause 2 would take 
away a man’s right to protection at 


| Common Law in the event of anumber of 


law. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I understood | 


the hon. Gentleman's observations to 
indicate that the Parliamentary Com- 
mittee should raise further questions of 
law before this Resolution was submitted. 


Mr. RENSHAW : What I understand 
is this, that the Congress last September 
resolved that the opinion of the highest 
court of the land, the House of Lords, 
ought to be taken. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: They were 
afterwards advised that the case ought 
to be dropped, and it was dropped. 


Mr. RENSHAW: I do not imagine 
that there would be any difficulty about 
getting a case on an early occasion. I 
should imagine a case might be made for 
the purpose. The matter is really 
covered by the Bill before the House, 
which is to legalise the peaceable con- 
duct of trade disputes. 1am not quite 
sure, in the point of view of the employer, 
that I should think the measure was 
calculated to ensure a peaceful settlement 
of trade disputes. If two men have a 
fight, and one man has his hands tied 
behind his back, so far as any injury is 
likely to oceur I should imagine the man 
with his hands free would regard it as a 
peaceful conflict, but I do not think that 
the man with his hands tied and subject 
to the pummelling of his opponent 


‘men to join the Union. 


| not submit to it. 


' They said I had to take them. 


men concerting action to the annoyance 
and coercionof which theindividual would 
be exposed. The case of Leatham ,, 
Quinn illustrates the hardship which has 
been inflicted by the actions of Trade 
Unions when they have gone beyond the 
Leatham was a_ butcher who 
supplied beef to various customers, 
among others a butcher of the name of 
Munee, in Belfast. Leatham employed 
non-union men; Munce employed union 
men. Leatham was so anxious to 
continue the employment of his men 
that he appears to have gone to a 
meeting of the Trade Union and to 
have offered to pay the expenses of his 
He gave his 
evidence before the Court, and this was 
how the judge referred to it in his 
summing up— 


***T had better,’ said the Judge, ‘ give his own 
words :’—‘I said I came on behalf of my men, 
and was ready to pay all fines, debts and 
demands against them, and I asked to have 
them admitted to the society. The defendant 
Shaw got up and objected to their being allowed 
to work on, and to their admission, and said 
that my men should be put out of my employ- 
ment and could not be admitted and should 
walk the streets for twelve months. _ I said it 
was a hard case to make a man walk the 
streets with nine small children, and I would 
Shaw moved a resolution 
that my assistants should be called out. A 
man named Morgan seconded the resolution. 
and it was carried. Craig was in the chair, I 
was sitting beside him. He said there were 
some others there who would suit me as well. 
He picked some out and said they could work 
forme. I said they were not suitable for my 
business, and I would keep the men I had. 
J said I would 
not put out my men. Craig then spoke and 
told me my meat would be stopped in Andrew 
Munce’s if I would not comply with their 
wishes.’ ” 

The third clause of the Bill of the right 
hon. Gentleman is a clause which confers 
on Trade Unionsand their officials absolute 
immunity for acts done during any dispute 
or strike. That is a most extraordinary 


would be likely to regard it as a peaceful | provision, and I have no doubt that if the 
operation. Clause 1 of the Bill would Bill were formally discussed in this House 


Mr. Renshaw. 
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some arguments would be advanced in | held ; the view not of myself alone, but, 
support of it ; but it seems to me that if | as I believe, of many employers who are 


what is implied in the Resolution of the | 


hon. Member for the Hexham Division isto 
be anything approaching to the provisions 
of the Trade Disputes Bill, it would be a 
very serious thing for the general body of 
employers in this country. 

Mr. Justice Farwell, speaking in the 
Taff Vale case, said— 

“Tt would require very clear and express | 
words of enactment to induce me to hold that 
the Legislature had, in fact, legalised the exist- 
ence of such irresponsible bodies with such 
wide capacity for evil,” 
and the Lord Chancellor in his judgment 
said — 

“Tf the Legislature has created a thing 
which can own property, which can employ 
servants, which can inflict injury, it must be 
taken, I think, to have impliedly given the 
power to make it suable in a Court of Law for 
injuries purposely done by its authority and 
procurement.” 

The provisions of the Bill seem to me to 
go beyond any possible requirements. 
[f a Bill of this kind were passed, it would 
constitute an entirely new departure in 
the labour legislation of this country, and 
would give rise once more to bitter | 
feelings and serious difficulties between 

employers and those whom they employ. 

The hon. Member for Derby, speaking of 

the Taff Vale case, spoke of certain de- 

plorable incidents in connection with 

the strike which took place. There were 

deplorable incidents, and I was very glad 

to hear what the hon. Member said 

tonight ; but [ should like to ask him 

what does the Union do by way of 

punishing the members of its body who 

break the law, as these members broke 

itt Are they members of the Union 

today ? 


*Mr. BELL: They are not members 
today. 


Mr. RENSHAW: I am exceedingly 
glad to hear it ; and I should be glad 
if every Trade Union in the country 
dealt with its men as I understand the 
Amalgamated Society of Railway Servants 
deal with their men where they 
have been shown to have broken the 
law of the land. I believe the Trade | 
Unions would enjoy still more the con- | 
fidence and the respect of the country | 
it that could be held to be the case. I. 
Wish to put forward the view which is | 





interested in the industrial progress of 
the country. I think the question is 
one of the greatest possible importance. 
As I understand it, what is aimed at by 
some of the proposals of the Bill to which 
I have made reference, is to give practic- 
ally irresponsible power to Trade Unions. 


*Mr. BELL: Ona point of order, may | 
ask Mr. Speaker whetherthe hon. Member 
is in order in discussing a Bill which is 
not before the House. We are simply 
asking the Government on their part 
to introduce a Bill, and very likely, if 
they consented, they would not introduce 
it in the terms of the Trades Disputes 
Bill. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The terms of the 
motion are wide. I understand that 
the Bill which the hon. Member is dis- 
cussing relates to amendments of the law 
as expressed in the Statute of 1875. I 
cannot say that he is not in order. li 
the Bill were on the Order Book, it might 
be a different matter. 


Mr. RENSHAW: Of course, Mr. 
Speaker, if the Bill had been on the 
Order Book I should have refrained from 
all reference to it, but I understood that 
the rightghon. Member for the Forest of 
Dean had withdrawn his Bill in order that 
we might discuss the matter freely. 1 do 
not wish to give any offence to any of 
the Trade Union representatives in this 
House. In the interests of our trades 
and commerce it is impossible to exag- 
gerate the importance of this matter. 
The necessity of a good understanding 
between the employers and the employed 
is essential to the carrying on of our 
great industries, and our progress in the 
open markets of the world. The interests 
of all who are engaged in the great 
industries of this country are the same. 
It does not matter whether they are 
employers or employed. Their interests 
in carrying on their work, and pro- 
ducing economically and efficiently the 
articles they produce, is of vital import- 
ance to employers and employed. We 
had an interesting debate the other 
night upon education, and the hon. 
Member for Haddington in the course of 
the debate referred to the alarm felt in 
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this country at the progress made in 
education in Germany and the United 
States of America, and the fears and 
apprehensions felt as to what its effect 
would be on the interests of the manu- 
facturers in this country. Well, but what 
is the good of education, and technical 
and higher education, for the operatives 
of this country, if they are not allowed 
to make full and free use of the powers 
which it gives them? What, too, is the 
use of new resources in the way of 
machinery if a restrictive policy is formed 
which prevents employers getting the 
benefit of it? Such a restrictive policy 
is a very serious and dangerous policy, 
and | am persuaded it is no part of the 
policy of ‘Trade Unionism, speaking gen- 
erally, but is favoured by a narrow and, 
I hope, a conparatively small section. 
If the trades want to keep insympathy 
with the great body of the public, they 
must once and for all show that they 
will have nothing to do with it. 

One hon. Member, a representative of 
the Labour Party in this House, who has 
been to America, can bear me out when 
Tsay that in many of the great indus- 
trial works in America there is far 
greater freedom in regard to the 
exercise of the powers of the industrial 
workman in his work to do a larger 
amouut of work, and to be progressive in 
the character of his work, than is_per- 
mitted to a workman in this country 
under the rules and regulations of Trade 
Unions. Two years ago I was travelling 
down to Scotland, and in the railway car- 
riage there was a gentleman, not known to 
me, but who, I found, was the brother of a 
Member of this House. I had lately 
added plant in my works, and in going 
over it I was struck with the large num- 
ber of American machines I had found it 
necessary to buy. I was told they were 
more economical than were those of thesame 
kind which are produced in this country. 
I related all this to my travelling com- 
panion, who said he was not in the least 
surprised ; that a friend of his, engaged in 
manufacturing a certain class of machinery 
here, had been so struck with the difficulty 
he had in competing with America in the 
same class of goods that he went to 
America with the object of seeing how 
they managed. He had hardly got inside 
the works which he visited there, before 
he saw six machines being worked by 
one man. 

Mr. Renshaw. 


{COMMONS} 


Of course, they must have 
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been a simple class of machine, probably 
cutters, or something of the kind. The 
English engineer who was making these 
observations said : “ How is it you are able 
to work six machines like that ; where are 
the other five men?” The reply was this: 
“T have not got the other five men, one 
man is sufficient.” Then the English 
visitor said : “1 need to go no further into 
your works to learn how it is you are 
underselling me. In my own country I 
should not be allowed to have one man 
to work six machines.” Those are the 
dangers involved to the trade of this 
country, in any restriction of the out 
put. Ido not say that state of things is 
general, but it exists, and the public are 
a little apprehensive when Trade Union- 
ists come and ask for those restrictions to 
be again placed upon it. It is in conse- 
quence of the fear [ feel that I venture to 
movethe Amendmentstanding inmy name. 


(10.30.) Mr. WOLFF (Belfast, E.): 
rise to second the Amendment moved by 
my hon. friend, and, considering the short 
time we have, and the number of Members 
who desire to speak on this matter, I shall 
be very short. 


I do not second this Amendment in any 
spirit of hostility to the Trade Unions. I 
know that if it had not been for the 
Trade Unions, hours of labour would be 
much longer than they are, and wages 
would be very much lower. During all 
the years that I have been connected 
with the large works in which I am a 
partner, we have had a good many 
fights with the Trade Unions, but | 
should be very sorry to be without them. 
1 would far sooner have to do with a 
central and responsible body in_ the 
shape of a Trade Union, than be left to 
an irresponsible body of workmen. If 
Trade Unions are well and _ properly 
managed, it is better to have them than 
no organisation at all. In all the dis 
putes we have had with our men, I do 
not think we have had any trouble about 
picketing or interference with our 
men, but it is perfectly well known that 
that is not the casein other parts. It is 
well known that in other parts of the 
country where disputes have arisen, 
Trade Unions have interfered in 4 
manner which I think is very unfair 
to employers, though it may have been 
legal. The hon. Member for Derby saidal 
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he wanted was equality between em- | 
ployers and employed. I quite agree | 
that employers should not have rights | 
with regard to their workmen which the | 
workmen have not with regard to them, 
but Ido not know that the incident he 
quoted quite covers the interference of 
workmen with workmen in other cases. | 
On that point, we have no actual de- | 
cision which we can say governs the law | 
with regard to picketing. Certain de- 
cisions have been piven, but the appeals 
which should have been made by 
the Trade Union: to the House of Lords 
have not been made, and so long as the 
law is undefined, it would be idle to set 
about making a new law for the relations 
of the employer and the employed. I 
cannot understand why the Trade 
Unions have not appealed to the House of 
Lords, but they have not, and, that being 
so, | cannot doubt but what there is a 
want of confidence in the judgment of 
the House of Lords, because this matter 
is of such importance to the Trade 
Unions. I think before we make new 
laws this great point should be settled. 
The hon. Member for Battersea called 
out “ No, no,” when my hon. friend the 
Member for Renfrew referred to the 
interference of workmen in thé case of 
new machinery, but I can state from my 
own experience that there is a great 
deal in what the hon. Member for Ren- 
frew has said. I will not enter into 
details now, but will content myself with 
seconding the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘That’ to 
the end of the Question, in orver to add the 
words, ‘ This House declines to commit itself 
to fresh legislation on the subject of trade 
disputes until it is shown that the existing 
law does not sufficiently protect workmen in 
the exercise of their lah ful rights.’”—(Mr. 
Renshaw.) 


Question proposed, *‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.”’ 


{14 May 1902} 
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and unravel the real point of the discus- 
sion. Inthe first place, we have nothing 
at all to do with any question of violence, 
or intimidation, or coercion. Nobody 


| suggests that there ought to be anything 
'to interfere with the proper punish- 


ment of persons guilty of such offences. 
We have nothing to do with what 
is called the restrictive policy —that 
is, as the seconder of the amend- 
ment said, absolutely outside the ques- 
tion. What we have to do with are 


| certain recent decisions and the effect 


of the law in those recent decisions. 
Until the year 1898 it was always 
believed to be lawful to station pickets, 
in case of a strike, with a view to 
exercising peaceful persuasion upon 
workmen. That was the object of the 
Act of 1875, and it was so declared in 
the House of Lords by Lord Chancellor 
Cairns. He declared that that was the 
object, and the whole profession believed 
that that was the effect of the Act of 1875. 
But in 1898 it was decided that picketing 
for the purposes of peaceful persuasion 
was contrary to the law. It was “an 
interference with the ordinary comfort 
of human existence,” as one of the 
judges said, a phrase very characteristic 
of the Rhadamanthine attitude of the 
judges throughout the history of tis 
question. In that case it was decide | 
that the men were entitled to attend 
near the works where the strike took 
place, only for the purpose of obtaining 
or communicating information. That 
was the change that was made in 1898. 
The effect of the change was that pick: ts 
might not even, to use the phrase of the 
employers, enter into any argument 
with persons approaching or leaving the 
works. That was one of the first deadly 
blows given to the effectiveness of strikes 
by recent decisions, altering what the 
whole legal profession had always believed 


' to be the law. 


The second, and even more serious, 
change wasthis. A Trade Unionisaclubas 


| much asit is atrade organisation. It does 


(10.36.) Siz ROBERT REID (Dumfries | 
Burghs): Although this question is one | 
of immense importance, the time that is | 
allowed for us to discuss it is so limited, 
and there are so many Members who | 
wish to speak upon it, that I shall | 
compress my remarks into the smallest | 
possible space, and in that short time try | 


conduct strikes, but its chief work is of a 
different character It is that of confer- 
ring benefits, administering sick funds, 
pension funds, unemployed funds, 
widows’ funds and so forth, on a very 
large scale. Now hitherto, until the 
year 1901, it was always believed that 
Trade Unions could not be sued, nor 
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could their funds be made liable in an | of the state of things that existed before, 
action at law in respect to any illegal Let the law be restored to what Lord 
net done by stray members of the union. Cairns announced was the intention of 
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So fixed and firm was that belief that 
in the year 1901 the Court of Appeal 
decided that a Trade Union could not be 
sued, giving expression to the universal 
belief in the legal profession on the 
subject. But on appeal in the year 
1901, the House of Lords held that a 
Trade Union might be sued and that all 
its funds might be appropriated to meet 
that judgment; that a wrong com- 
mitted in the course of a strike by 
some ill-willed and obscure person— 
one of many thousands of men—might 
result in the taking of funds which had 
veen dedicated to charitable purposes. 
That was the position in 1901. 

Exception has been taken to what 
has been called judge-made law. The 
hon. Member who made that  obser- 
vation is not perhaps aware that nearly 
all the law of this country has been made 
by the judges. ‘They are the masters 
and make the laws as much as they 
administer them. They declare the 
common law, and where there is no_pre- 
cedent they evolve the law from a sense 
of justice and from principles in the best 
way they can. 


Mr. RENSHAW: What I referred to 
was statute law. 


Sir ROBERT REID: These cases are 
not statute law, but common law de- 
sions. Let me put these decisions together 
and look at their consequences, and see 


what is the result. Strikes are a 
deplorable incident, and everybody 
laments them, but they are some- 
times necessary, and they are the 


only weapon the workmen have. The 
law now is this, that you cannot 
attend near a factory peaceably to per- 
suade men to support a stike, although 
the employer may persuade as many 
other employers as he pleases to join him. 
The Trade Union, if such an offence is 
committed, are liable to damages to the 
full extent of the compassionate funds 
which they have laid by in the form of 
benefits. If that be the case, it seems to 
me that there have undoubtedly been 
grave innovations in the law during the 
last three vears, and what I understandthe 
Trade Unions to ask for is the restoration 


Sir Robert Reid. 


| 


the Act of 1875. 


There is one other matter. There 
have been decisions which have con- 
strued conspiracy in a_ sense very 
unfavourable to the workman. I am 
‘not making the slightest reflection on 
|the judges. I know quite well the 
| judges are desirous of acting impartially 


| according tothe law, but it is an unfortu- 
| nate circumstance that, in two notable 
eases recently decided, the liability for 
|conspiracy has been construed very 
narrowly in the case of employers and 
|very widely in the case of workmen. 
| It is an unfortunate circumstance that in 
| the case in which the workmen were con- 
cerned the point was construed very 


narrowly. The hon. Gentleman has 
referred to the case of Quinn », 
Leatham. He need not have done so. 


No one would defend the action of the men 
whose conduct was referred to. It was 
abominable, and, if the law did not permit 
of it being checked, the law ought to he 
altered. But that is not the point here. 
No one complains of the judgment as a 
judgment. What is complained of is the 
loose and dangerous, one might almost 
say the slippery, language used in regard 
to the meaning of the term “ conspiracy” 
in the speeches of some of the noble and 
learned persons who gave the judgment. 
There were sentences or dicta of the most 
dangerous and far-reaching character. 


That is the position. What is the posi- 
tion of the hon. Gentleman in answer to it ! 
He has not really met any part of the 
point in the case. He spoke of intimida- 
tion, but all he said was that he under- 
stood the Trade Unions themselvesthought 
there ought to be a further decision. The 
Trade Unions are supporting this Motion ; 
they are the persons whoare bringing it for- 
ward. They wereadvised that they oughtto 
take a casetothe House of Lords—I believe 
there was a case pending—but they were 
subsequently advised that they had no 
chance at all on the decisions as they then 
stood, and therefore they did not go on. 
The point is this. These things are really 
an unjust encroachment upon what have 
hitherto been believed to be the legal 
rights of the Trade Unions, and what 
were intended to be their rights in the 
year 1875. Why should it be delayed 
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by bringing some case not yet in exis- 
tence before the various courts and pur- 
suing it to the House of Lords? What is 
asked is that the law should be made fair 
and just in the sense in which Parliament 
thought it ought to be some thirty years 
ago, and there is no necessity for obtain- 
ing any more decisions of the House of 
Lords, or for tempting any more of the— 
as | think—rather unwise expressions of 
opinion which are scattered throughout 
the judgments. 


10.50.) Tut ATTORNEY GENERAL 
(Sir Roperr Fintay, Inverness Burghs) : 
I have listened with interest, as I always 


do, to my hon. and learned friend the | 


Member for Dumfries, but I confess the 
sentiment he expressed in the concluding 
part of his speech took me somewhat by 
surprise. He seemed to indicate that 
there was one law of conspiracy for the 
masters and another for the workmen. 


Sir ROBERT REID: On, no; I do 
not think the Attorney General should 
say that. I said, and I mean every word 
I said, that I was perfectly certain that 
the Judges desired to do what is right 
and just according to the law, but that it 
was an unfortunate circumstance that in 
the case in which the masters were con- 
cerned a much wider interpretation was 
placed on the term “ conspiracy.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY : Lam very glad 
to know that I misunderstood my hon. and 
learned friend. He knows, as does every 
other lawyer in the House, that the law 
of conspiracy for master and for man is 
exactly the same. There is not the 
slightest ground for any man saying that 
there is one law for the master and 
another for the man. Iam glad to have 
on that point the high authority—and 
there could be none higher—of the hon. 
and learned Gentleman the Member for 
Dumfries. I think the judges have a 
little reason to complain of the terms of 
this Resolution, and of some of the things 
which have been said about them. I do 
not intend to dwell upon the phrase of 
the hon. and learned Gentleman with 


{14 May 1902} 
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presume, after consultation with all the 
| authorities in this matter— 

“That legislation is necessary to prevent 
workmen being placed by judge-made Jaw in 
| a position inferior to that intended by Parlia- 
ment in 1875.” 
It is impossible for anyone to say that 
'that Resolution is not couched in some- 
_what slighting terms towards the judges. 
What is the object in saying that all our 
law is Judge-made? If the Resolution 
| means anything it means that the judges 
/have so dealt with the law as to set 
‘up a new law of their own which is 
not in conformity with the intention 
of Parliament. That is to say, they 
have altered the law. The judges are 
a much abused body. I think they 
deserve a little sympathy. We set 
‘them the most difficult statutes to 
/construe, and I have heard that even 
the judges sometimes retaliate upon this 
' House, and complain of the way in which 
those statutes are drawn ; but if every 
| time a decision is given which does not 
| exactly agree with the views of hon. and 
/learned Members as to the construction 
| of a statute, we are to have in this House 
a Resolution about ‘“ Judge-made law” 
and the “intention of Parliament,” I 
think the lot of our judges will be a 
/very unenviable one. For myself, I 
think the Amendment of my hon. and 
learned friend is a sensible one. If you 
are to rush into fresh legislation every 
time there is a decision, or, as in this 
case, dictum, with which you do not agree, 
you will never get the law settled. 
Nothing tends more to uncertainty in 
the law than a perpetual succession of 
fresh enactments. You had better get 
your one statute settled in meaning before 
you set to work with fresh legislation, 
and it is in that sense that I shall 
certainly support the Amendment of my 
hon. and learned friend. The attitude 
towards the House of Lords taken up by 
some Members who so ably represent-the 
Trade Unions is rather amusing. It is quite 
clear that they go on the principle of 
judging by results. | When the House of 
Lords, in regard to Workmen’s Compen- 
sation, gave a decision which they hked 
there never was such a tribunal: but 














regard to the “loose and slippery ” terms | when a decision is given that they do not 
of some of the judgments. That phrase like, it is a judgment influenced by 
slipped from my hon. and learned friend | political and not legal considerations. 
in an unguarded moment. But I would| The House of Lords needs no defence 
refer to the terms of the Resolution, which from me. Anyone who knows that 
has been drawn up in cold blood, and, I tribunal is aware that in giving decisions 
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in the one case and in the other they are 
influenced solely by a desire to arrive at 
the correct interpretation of the law. 


The hon. and learned Member for 
Dumfries, if I rightly apprehended him, 
expressed a desire that we should have 
legislation to undo the decision of the 
House of Lords in the Taff Vale case. 
He wants a short Act of Parliament 





stating that “the decision in the Taff 


Vale case is hereby annulled,” and 
declaring that the law is the other way. 
I really think that any hon. Members who 
may be carried away by my hon. and 
learned friend’s eloquence on this point 
cannot have understood the decision in 
the Taff Vale case. In that case the 
decision of the House of Lords had 
absolutely nothing whatever to do with 
the question of picketing. The only 
point decided in that case was that a Trade 
Union is liable to be sued for acts done 
by its officials within the scope of their 
authority. My hon. friend says that the 
House of Lords decided that the Trade 
Unions were liable to be sued for the act 
of any stray member. The House of 
Lords decided nothing of the kind. I 
really think that, as a punishment for 
that statement, my hon. and _ learned 
friend deserves to be put through a course 
of reading and examination in the judg- 
ment in that case. What the House of 
Lords decided was that the ordinary law 
of the land applied to Trade Unions as to 
everybody else. They did not introduce 
any exceptional law for the case of Trades 
Unions ; they decided that where those 
who constitute Trade Unions employ 
officials, for the acts of those officials 
within the scope of their authority, with- 
in the scope ot their duty, they are liable, 
just as any other employer is liable for 
the acts of his servants. That is the 
whole decision in the Taff Vale case. 
That anybody should get up in this 
House and, in the interest of anybody, 
however respectable or useful, propose 
that that decision should be repealed by 
legislation, to me simply astounding. The 
Trade Unions are simply associations of 
individuals ; they are not corporations. 
It would be a marvellous thing if an 
association of individuals were to be at 
liberty to employ servants and officials 
for the purpose of doing a certain class of 
acts relating to trade disputes, and yet 
not be liable in the case of injury being 
done by those acts. That the decision in 


Sir Robert Finlay. 


{COMMONS} 
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the Taff Vale case in the House of Lords. 
was strictly limited has been recently 
illustrated by a case in the courts in 
which it was laid down that a Trade 
Union can be made liable only for acts 
done by its authority. The case was. 
tried by Mr. Justice Walton the other 
day, and the learned judge, after finding 
on the facts that a wrong had been done 
and the plaintiff injured, held upon the 
evidence before him that the Trade Union 
could not properly be taken to have 
authorised the act, and dismissed the 
action against the Trade Union, but 
decided against the “ stray member ”—to 
use the hon. and learned Gentleman’s 
phrase — who had done the wrong. 
What then becomes of the contention 
that there is any special hardship on 
Trade Unionsunder thisdecision? Whether 
that decision was right or wrong upon the 
facts is a matter we have not the 
materials for deciding, and which may 
possibly be dealt with elsewhere, but it is 
an illustration establishing beyond ll 
doubt, if there could be any doubt on the 
point, that the House of Lords have never 
applied to Trade Unions anything but the 
ordinary law which applies to every other 
person. For myself, [entirely object toany 
privilegia being enacted for any class of 
individuals or for any class of associations. 


It was suggested that the decision in 
the Taff Vale case was contrary to the 
intention of Parliament when it passed 
the legislation of 1871. I think that 
suggestion was made by the hon. Member 
for Derby, and, as I am referring to him, 
I may congratulate him and the hon. 
Member for Hexham on the ability of the 
speeches in which they placed this 
Resolution before the House. Still more 
may | congratulate the hon. Member for 
Derby on the possession of the quality of 
discretion. When my _ hon. friend 
proceeded to comment on the Bill in which 
the proposals lying behind this Resolution 
were put in concrete shape, he got up and 
objected. That was a most discreet 
objection from his point of view, for when 
propositions of this kind are laid before 
the House they are tolerable only when 
they are left in a vague, abstract, and 
undefined condition. As soon as they 
appear in a Bill they are open to the 
criticisms which my hon. friend made, and 
to which the hon. Member for Derby so 
discreetly objected. 
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Jearned Gentleman right ? I simply asked 
whether it was proper or in order for an 
hon. Member to discuss a Bill which had 
been withdrawn. Assoonas Mr Speaker 
said it was in order I raised no further 
objection. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: The hon. 
Member could take no objection when Mr. 
Speaker had ruled the point in order. I 
feel satisfied that if hon. Members will 
take the trouble to look into the matter 
they will find that there is no ground for 
supposing that the decision in this much 
canvassed case is in any way contrary to 
the intention of Parliament. What was 
said when the legislation of 1871 was 
under consideration was that it was not 
desirable that the internal affairs of these 
unions should form the subject of 
litigation. It was not intended or desired 
that a Trade Union should be incorporated 
so that it could sue its members or its 
members sue it. It was not desired that 
a Trade Union should have the right to get 
an injunction against aworkman, deposing 
of his labour as he pleased if it were in 
contravention of the rules of the society to 
which he belonged, and it was not desired, 
on the other hand, that the workman 
should have the right of bringing a Trade 
Union into court in order to have their 
domestic difference there adjusted. Inthe 
words quoted by the Home Secretary, Mr. 
Bruce, on February 14th, 1871, from 
the report made by Mr. Frederick 
Harrison, who was a member of the 
Commission which sat shortly before the 
legislation was introduced— 


“The affairs of Trades Unions should rest en- 
tirely upon consent,” 


and that principle is embodied in the 
4th section of the Act of 1871. There 
are elaborate provisions there guarding 
against the possibility of any litigation 
in connection with the affairs of a 
Trade Union as between the society 
and the members who are its constitu- 
ent elements. But all that has no 


application whatever to the case of 
wrongs done by a Trade Union to a third 
party, and the suggestion that there was 
anything in this decision contrary to 
what Parliament intended in 1871 really 
Tests upon a want of attention to what 
was sald in the course of the debate, 
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and to the terms of the Act which em- 
bodied the intention of Parliament at 
that time. 

A forcible argument was put forward 
as to the effect this would have upon 
what are called benefit funds, funds 
intended to make provision for members 
in old age or for their wives and families 
in the case of their death. I would call 
the attention of the House to the fact 
that in 1871, on April 4th, my right 
hon. friend the present Chancellor of the 
Exchequer proposed that the benefit 
funds should be separated from the funds 
to be used for what I may eall fighting 
purposes—for the purpose of a Trade 
Union as distinct from the purposes of a 
benefit society. What was the answer 
of the Home Secretary, Mr. Bruce! He 
said that no Trade Union would stand it. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): Hear, 


hear. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: The hon. 
Member cheers that. If that isthe atti- 
tude of Trade Unions, in the name of 
common sense how can any Member on 
the other side get upand say it is a hard- 
ship that in consequence of the liability 
of a Trade Union, as of any other subject, 
for wrongs committed by it, its tunds 
should be liable? Ido not presume to say 
what is the proper course to take in this 
matter. It has occurred to me that it 
would be a great advantage to separate 
these funds, but I do not presume to 
dictate on that point ; the hon. Member 
knows more about it than I do. But 
what I do say is that if trades 
unions deliberately elect to blend these 
funds it is preposterous for them to get 
up and say it is a hardship that these 
funds should be made liable. 

The urgency of the case for declaring 
the liability cf Trade Unions for wrongs 
done by their authority may be under- 
stood by reference to the case of Quinn 
v. Leatham in the House of Lords. As 
long as the right of action for a wrong 
was confined to a right of action against 
the individual it was absolutely worthless. 
In most cases the individual would be a 
man of straw, and however grievous the 
wrong, and however substantial the 
damages to which the injured person was 
entitled, he would get no fruits whatever 
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from the judgment. But as soon as it is 
established that the body which really 
really authorised the act is liable, there is 
a real remedy given to the man who has 
been wronged. What were the facts 
iilustrated by the case of Quinn ~». 
Leatham ? My hon. and learned friend 
read a passage in which the plaintiff, Mr. 
Leatham, describes his interview with the 
otticials of the Trade Union. He had in his 
employ several non-union men. One man 
called Dickie, a man with a large family, 
suited him, and had been in his employ 
for some time. The Union said, *‘ You 
must dismiss that man because he does 
not belong to our society.” Mr. Leatham 
went to a meeting of the society and said, 
“Twill pay all his fees for him and all my 
other men ; all I ask is that they should 
be admitted to the society, so that I may 
be enabled to keep them in my employ- 
ment because they suit me.” But they 
said, ‘‘ No; they are to walk the streets 
for twelve months as a punishment for 
not joining the society.” 
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Sir ROBERT REID : Nobody defends 
that. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: Nobody 
defends it, but it is a good illustration of 
the sort of acts which require to be kept 
in check. I may point out to my hon. 
and learned friend who interposed that 
that case was carried to the House of 


Lords, where it was established that such | 


action was illegal. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) : 
The House of Lords confirmed the decision 
of the Court of Appeal. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: Beitso, but the | 


Trade Union appealed, and I believe my 
hon. and learned friend opposite appeared 
for the respondents in that case, and 
succeeded in vindicating the law, upon 
which I congratulate him. Mr. Leatham 
said to the Committee— 

“Tt is very hard that a man with nine 
children dependent upon him should be com- 
pelled to walk the streets for twelve months.” 
They said, “ Well, we will tell Muntz who 
has dealt with you for some twenty years 
that he is not to deal with you any 
longer, and that if he does we will call 
out his men also.” 


Sir Robert Finlay. 
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which I will read to the House. He 
wrote to the secretary of the union that— 

‘“ He could not interfere by bringing pressure 
to bear on Mr. Leathem to employ none but 
society men by refusing to purchase meat from 
him as that would be outside his province and 
be interfering with the liberty of another man. 


Surely that was the only attitude for 
Mr. Muntz to take up. He could not, 
however, stand the pressure put upon 
him beeause he was constrained to send 
a telegram as follows— 


‘‘ Unless you arrange with society you need 
not send any beef this week as men are ordered 
to quit work.” 


That is the sort of tyranny which no one 
will defend, and now it has been clearly 
declared to be illegal. But if the Bill of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Forest of Dean, became law, it would 
extend absolute immunity to action of 
that kind. No one would defend such 
action, and no one would say there 





should not be some redress forit. The 
Bill of the right hon. Baronet would take 
/away all redress of such action and no 
one can deny it. Such actions are more 
wanting in sincerity, and unless you have 
the strong hand of the law behind you 
to intervene in suitable cases you may 
depend upon it these things will be done, 
and such wanton tyranny will occur 
over and over again. 

] think there is one proposition upon 
'which we are all agreed, and it is that 
workmen have a perfect right to com- 
| bine just asemployers have. There is also 
/another proposition with which I think 
_weare all agreed, and it is that neither 
/employers nor workmen have any right 

tocoerce other people. There ought to 
| be absolute freedom for men to work or 
not to work, as they think fit. Every 
man should be at liberty to dispose of 
/his own labour, and I hope this House 
will never be hurried into giving its 
| ascent, either in the form of a Resolution 
or a Bill, to any proposal which will 
tend to diminish that liberty which we 
'at present enjoy. There is another 
proposition which Iam sure will be 
|assented to in every part of the House, 
‘and it is that the law with regard to 
combination is exactly the same for em- 
'ployers as for employed. If anyone will 
| take the trouble to look at the definition 
of ‘* Trade Union” inthe Act of 1875, he 


Muntz wrote a letter | will find that it applies to combinations 
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of employers just as much as workmen. 


It is said that you will interfere with | 


peaceable persuasion. I say without fear 
of contradiction from any of my hon. 
and learned friends in the House, that 
peaceavle persuasion by itself never im- 
poses any liability, either civil or criminal. 
| defy any man to show that peaceable 
persuasion by itself imposes any liability, 
either civil or criminal. The Statute of 
1859 provided that peacable persuasion 
by itself should not impose any 
jiability, and that law as declared 
by that statute still exists, although the 
statute itself is not enforced. But, of 
course, it does not follow that if peaceable 
persuasion is coupled with such acts as 


occurred in the case of Quinn v. 
Leatham, if peaceable persuasion is 


accompanied by such acts, or by acts 


which constitute a nuisance at common | 


law, that immunity is to be extended to 
such cases. What you have to deal with 
in the cases where this question has 


arisen has not been peaceable persuasion | 


by itself, but -it has been peaceable per- 
suasion coupled with what is known 
as watching and besetting the house of 
the person to be affected by it. Picketing 
may, of course, be be carried on upon 
such principles, and in such a way as to 
constitute a serious nuisance, and I not 
think any hon. Member would deny that 
if his house was watched and beset by a 
number of men relieving one another and 
going on week after week and month after 
wonth this would amount to serious 
nuisance. Peaceable persuasion is per- 
fectly innocent in itself, but it is not so 
meritorious as to afford relief from the 
consequences of other wrongs which you 
do at the same time. This has been laid 
down in the case which has so often been 
referred to of Lyons and Wilkins. In the 
final judgment given in 1899 it was laid 
down— 


“That to say it was caused by an attempt 


possibly te persuade other people would afford | 


no defence though persons may be peaceably 
persuaded, provided that the method employed 
Is not @ nui-ance.” 

There is one further observation that I 
wish to make and it is that, in order to be 
criminal, watching and besetting, or 
picketing, as it is generally called, 
must be with a view to compel some one 
todo some act or to abstain from doing 
something with a view to 
some other person, and there has not been 
asingle case in the Criminal Courts in | 
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which anyone has been held to be guilty 
of a crime under the Act of 1875 who 
would not have been liable under the 
terms of the charge of Mr. Russell Gurney 
in 1875, and which has been more than 
once referred to in this case. There has 
not been a single case in the 
Criminal Courts in which anyone has 
been held guilty of a crime otherwise 
than in accordance with that decision. 
[An Hon. Memser: This is a matter of 
civil right.| I will deal with the civil 
aspect too, but for the moment I am 
talking of universal liability. I have 
pointed out,and I challenge contradiction, 
that there is nct a case where any one 
who is guilty of crime would not fall 
within the charge of Mr. Russell Gurney. 
In 1891, in a well-known case, it was 
held that the word “ intimidate’? must 
mean intimidation in the shape of 
threatening physical violence or some- 
thing of that kind. It is perfectly true 
that in the case of Lyons and Wilkins, 
which my hon. friend has referred to, 
there are passages giving a different 
effect to the Act of 1875. In the first 
place, as my hon. and learned friend has 
pointed out, that was a civil action, but 
if anyone will take the trouble to look 
at the final decision given in that case 
in 1899, he will find that the majority 
of the court in that final decision dis- 
tinctly held that, apart from the statute 
altogether, watching and besetting, or 
what is commonly called picketing, had 
been carried on to such an extent as to 
constitute a nuisance at common law. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, it is perfectly 
possible that some of the dicta in the 
case of Lyons and Wilkins may require 
further consideration, but the decision 
itself cannot be quarrelled, and we have 
pretty good authority for assertaining 
this, because when an appeal to the 
House of Lords had been entered, that 
appeal was, upon advice, withdrawn. 
If any one is dissatisfied with the de- 
cision which has been laid down by the 
judges, the courts are open to them, and 
an appeal may be brought. What is 
the remedy? The remedy is the answer 
which was referred to in the resolution, 
arrived at on the advice of counsel, by 
Union Congress held in 
September last year. I should like to 
call the attention of the House to the 
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terms of the Report of the Parliamentary | 


Committee of the Trade Union Congress 
held at Swansea in September, 1901. 
I find that this was reported in the 
Scotsman of Tuesday, September 3rd, 
1901. The Parliamentary Committee, 
in their Report in reference to the Taff 
Vale case, say— 


“ They lost no time in placing the matter in 

the hands of their advising counsel. That 
gentleman came to the conclusion that, as the 
result of their judzment, it will be exceedingly 
difficult to conduct a strike with any degree of 
success without doing illegal acts. So that 
the first step to be taken, in my opinion, 
should be that the first case where any in- 
junction is sought to restrain persons from 
picketing should be taken to the House of 
Lords under the authority of the Congress 
or such persons as it would authorise, ~o as to 
prevent the possibility of anything happening 
similar to that in the case of Lyons v. 
Wiikins.’ 
On the second day of the Congress, Mr. 
Steadman made a Motion in accordance 
with this view, and Mr. E. Browne, 
counsel to the Congress, made a speech, 
in which he said 


‘“The most important point in the whole 
matter was, where did they stand in regard to 
picketing, and until they had received the 
opinion of the highest tribunal of the land on 
it, it was no use whatever for them to be doing 
anything in connection with the Taff Vale 
decision, and that was why, in accordance with 
his advice, the Parliamentary Committee had 
decided that they must get a decision in regard 
to picketing.” 


I am bound to say that I think that was 
very sensible advice, and in the resolution 
which the Congress agreed to, and which 


was approved of by the Parliamentary | 


Committee upon the advice which was 
given to them by their counsel, a very 
sensible course indeed was taken. That 
resolution was accepted by the Congress, 
and what is the meaning of this change 
of tactics? The appeal to the House of 
Lords is abandoned, and it has been aban- 
doned because it is found that the decision 
itself cannot be quarrelled with; and 
then, forsooth, on the strength of certain 
dicta which occurred in the case, certain 
propositions of law laid down, but which 
are not necessary for the decision, because, 
as was pointed out just now, there are 
other grounds on which the decision 
might be supported, as is shown by the 
determination to abandon the appeal. It 
is on the strength of this dicta that this 
House is invited to rush into fresh legis- 
lation. I trust that the House will not 


Sir Robert Finlay. 
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think of adopting any Resolution of this. 
sort. Jn the Amendment of my hon. 
friend the House is invited to say that— 


“This House declines to commit itself to. 
fresh legislation on the subject of trade disputes, 
until it is shown that the existing law does not 
sufficiently protect workmen in the exercise of 
their lawful rights.” 


It is only upon such principles that we 
can get the law settled upon secure and 
safe foundations. If every time a judge 
says something which you do not like 
you pass a fresh law, you may depend 
upon it that the law will soon be in a state 
ot chaos. If the, right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean got his Bill 
carried, I venture to say in the course of 
twelve months after his Bill became law, 
there would be quite a crop of grievances 
in the decisions of judges in construing 
that measure. When it is shown that 
there is a case of injustice let us deal 
with it, but not till then. 


* (11.20.) Mr. HALDANE: I think 


‘it is to be regretted that the Attorney 


General should have devoted so much 
time to controverting propositions 
about which there has been no 
controversy from this side. No one in 
the course of this debate has defended 
the proceedings of the trade union in 
the case of Quinn v. Leatham, and 
nobody has assailed the result arrived at 
by the judges in that particular case. 
But what we have said, and what 
the Attorney General has not contro- 
verted, is that the principles of law 
as laid down by the judges are in a 
state of confusion because different 
judges could not agree among themselves. 
In a very few moments I will show the 
House what I mean, and I will conclude 
with an appeal to the Government upon 
this matter. Speaking for myself, ] am 
quite inclined to make a present to the 
Attorney General of the Taff Vale case 
if he will undertake to initiate legislation 
which will put the law as to conspiracy 
upon a more satisfactory footing than it 
is at the present time. I will defy the 
Attorney General or any other lawyer to 
tell what the position of those who have 
to conduct a strike is at the present 
moment. The effect of this judgment 


has been to make it an impossibility to 


conduct a peaceable strike in a legal 
fashion. In this the Attorney General 
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himself is my witness. Take the case, for 
the moment not of conspiracy, but of 
picketing. The Attorney General, after 
telling us a great deal about the criminal 
law, gave us his view about Lyons and 
Wilkins, and he told us that there were 
two views. He said that one judge took 
one view of the case and the other judges 
took another view. I have here an 
extract from the judgment of Lord 
Justice Kay, who laid down that watch- 
ing the premises of Messrs. Lyons with 
a view to compelling them to come to 
the terms which the union had fixed, 
was a direct violation of the section, if 
there was that sort of communication 
which amounted to the most peaceable 
persuasion, as distinguished from the 
bare imparting of dry facts; and yet by 
other people we are told that it is legal to 
send people to communicate with the 
workmen for the purpose of persuasion. 
It is perfectly true that Lord Justice 
Vaughan Williams took rather a different 
view, but nobody to this hour knows 
what is legal with regard to picketing, 
for there is obscurity as to whether the 
law allows even peaceful persuasion. In 
what is known as the Mogul case the 
House of Lords declared that a combina- 
tion which I will now describe was 
lawful. The great shipowners, including 
the P. & O. Company, being minded 
to put out of existence certain ocean 
“tramp” steamers which were reducing 
the rates, notonly made offers to carry 
those cargoes at a less rate, but they 
actually went to theshipping agents and 
said: ‘‘If you deal with those ‘tramp’ 
steamers we will boycott you.” That is 
what may be done by the capitalist as held 
tobe lawful by the House of Lords which 
isthe supremetribunal. A great deal was 
said about it at the time. When you 
come to the case of Quinn and Leatham, 
which is a perfectly right decision 
on the facts, you hear a great deal said 
by a different set of judges which indicate 
that they did not agree with this view. 
Lord Justice Lindley laid down the law 
to the effect that for the officials of a 
Trades Union to tell the employer that 
if he would not come to their terms they 


must call out their men who were 
working for him, was illegal. There- 
fore for the officials of a Trade 


Union to go to an employer and say “we 
x pioy 4 

wish you to give certain terms, and if 

you do not we shall be compelled to call 
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out our men who are working for you,” 
according to the law laid down in Lord 
Justice Lindley’s judgment would be an 
illegality, and not only so but it would 
expose those joining to commit it to a 
prosecution for a criminal offence. How 
can you say that the law is in a state of 
harmony in regard to what is laid down 
for the ship-owners and what is laid down 
for Trade Unions? I agree that the 
judges do their best, but different judges 
take different views, and if you try to 
harmonise the decisions of the House of 
Lords itself in the three great cases of 
which we have heard so much, you will 
find it impossible for any lawyer to tell 
the unfortunate officials of a trade union 
what they may do and what they may 
not do. 


In this state of things, what is the plain 
duty of the Government? I agree that 
they are not called upon to initiate heroic 
legislation. I am not going to discuss the 
policy of the Taff Vale case, and I am not 
going to discuss the liabilities of Trade 
Unions, but I may say that I do not 
agree with all that the Attorney General 
said about the intention of those who 
framed the Act. I have read Lord 
Aberdare’s speech, made when this policy 
was laid down, and adopting the lines 
of the separate Report made by 
Mr. Frederick Harrison and the Com- 
missioners who agreed with him in which 
it was stated that Trade Unions were not 
to be incorporated. Let us now deal 
with what is infinitely more important, 
and that is the state of absolute confusion 
in which the law is at present, owing to 
the different decisions as to what consti- 


tutes legal conduct on the part of 
workmen. Surely, without doing any- 


thing heroic, the Government can do 
something towards what is called the 
codification of that part of the law 
which deals with conspiracy. A Union 
cannot at this moment conduct a peace- 
able strike in a legal manner according to 
these decisions, if what is laid down by 
Lord Justice Lindley is the law of the 
land. This was not the effect which at the 
time the law was passed it was contem- 
plated that Trade Unions should get. 
But that is not a matter of Statute 
law. It is what has been said by 
certain judges to be the common 
law, which is far more important in this 


matter than the statute law. You have 
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a very difficult task before you in de- 
claring what the Common law really is. 
But attempts to make such a declaration 
are actually in existence. These form part 
of the draft code which was drawn up 


by the late Sir James Fitzstephens, and | 
which now repose in the pigeon-holes of | 


some Government office. Surely it is 
possible for the Government to ask one of 
our great Judges to preside over a small 
Commission to report upon the whole 
matter and submit to Parliament a code 
of principles and a clear statement which 


will enable Parliament to lay down what | 


the law of conspiracy is to be. Until you 
do that you will have a feeling on the 
part of people, who do not know the diffi- 
culties of the law, doubting whether the 
judges are not laying down that law in a 
partisan fashion. The judges are coping 
with a very difficult matter upon which 
Parliament has given them very little 
instruction. Surely it is better to allay 
that feeling in a way that plain men can 
understand and give people the sense that 
Parliament has done its best to ‘put the 
mode of conducting in a peaceful fashion 
these great industrial complications which 
from time to time must arise, into terms 
that plain men can understand. If the 
Government will promise to take steps 
to appoint a small Royal Commission to 
codify the law of conspiracy and pickett- 
ing so far as it embraces this question, I 
for one will promise in exchange not to 
vote for this Motion. 


*(11.35.) Str J. ROLLESTON (Leices- 
ter): As the representative of a constitu- 
ency in which this question is of great 
interest and upon which I have received 
numerous representations, I have no hesi- 
tation in saying that there can be no doubt 
that recent decisions have considerably 
altered the relations of those engaged 
in manufactures, and that they have 
disarranged the mutual interests of em- 
ployers and employed. But however one 
might be disposed to agree with the 
spirit of the Resolution, I cannot con- 
gratulate the proposer upon the lan- 
guage employed. I do not know 
how Members of this House can 
be expected to express disapproval of the 
decisions of the highest tribunals in the 
State, although I freely and fully admit 
that these decisions have resulted in 
bringing to the front matters well worthy 
of reconsideration and _re-adjustment. 


Mr. Haldane. 
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|In my opinion these matters are too. 
' weighty and too important to be dis- 
cussed on a chance Resolution ip 
this House, and I earnestly hope that 
the Government will agree to the re 
commendation of the hon. and learned 
Member who has just sat down, and 
appoint a Committee to inquire into them, 
and for the purpose of giving fuller and 
calmer investigation to the many delicate 
questions involved than can be given to 
them in this House. I hope that we 
who wish fairly and justly to represent 
the mutual interests of two great 
classes may not by a division be placed 
in a position of hostility to one side or 
the other on a great question in which 
conciliation and agreement might, after 
fuller discussion and examination, be 
arrived at. Ifsuch a committee were 
appointed I feel sure, that the time 
would be well spent having regard tc the 
great commercial interests of _ this 
country. 


*(11.37.) Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr 
Tydvil): I hope there is not going 
to be any attempt made by hon. 
Members to shelter themselves behind 
the Judges. There seems to be an 
inclination to object to this Motion be 
cause of a phrase it contains—‘*‘ Judge- 
made law.” The question at issue is 
whether the law is to be so straightened 
out as to be understandable by the 
judges who have to interpret it. The 
Attorney General made much of the 
decision of Mr. Justice Lindley in Wales, 
but either he is not aware of, or he 
conveniently overlooked, the fact that a 
decision given since that in Manchester 
completely contradicts the decision inthe 
Welsh case. It has now been decided 
by two judges of equal standing, first, 
that Trade Union funds are not liable, 
unless the act under which the action 
arises has been committed by a responsible 
official of the society, and carrying out the 
decision of the society. In the second 
case, it has been decided that no 
matter how irresponsible the individual 
may be by whom the act is committed, 
the Union funds are liable for damage in 
‘consequence of that act. Now that isa 
very serious state of affairs. May | 
remind the House of what took place 
,during a strike? In a picketing case 
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tried at Blackburn 
and they are not to be denied. 
employers had employed agents of pro- 
yocation o go among the men on strike 
and among the pickets and incite them | 
to the committal of illegal acts, and if | 
these agents had succeeded, and the pickets 
had gone beyond what is now called the 
law, the Union funds would have been 
held liable for any action arising out of | 
their illegal conduct. It is true that there 
is one law for employers and employed, but 
there are two ways of interpreting it. 
We do not accuse the judges of being 
consciously biassed, but we say emphati- 
cally that the judges, being human, are 
influenced by their environments, and 
that they unconsciously lean towards the 
employers in giving Judgment, and we 
ask that the law be made such that it 
cannot be misunderstood or misinter- 
preted. May I read to you what is pro- | 
posed by the General Federation of Trade 
Unions of this country, which includes all | 
the organised workmen. It asks an 
amendment of the law on two points, and | 
here are the words in which it puts 
forward its claims— 

“First, a Bill to define the liability of Trade 
Unions ; and that no action shall lie against a 
Trade Union for the recovery of damage sus- 
tained by any person whatever by reason uf the 
act of a member or membersof the Union unless 
it be proved that such member or members 
were acting with the directly expressed sanction 
and authority of the ‘l'rade Union rules.” 


Surely that is a reasonable demand to 
make. It admits that where a trade 
union official does an illegal thing within | 
the scope of his instructions the fund | 
shall be held liable, but relieves the Union 
funds of liability where an illegal act is 
done by some irresponsible member. In 
regard to picketing, all that it desires is 
that it shall be lawful for workmen to 
attend at or near any place where there is 
a dispute for the purpose of obtaining or 
communicating information, or for the 
peaceful persuasion of workmen to refrain 
from entering such employment. It 
appears from what the Attorney General 
says that that is already the law. I hope 
I have shown the House that there is 
some confusion in the minds of the judges 
concerning it, and all we ask is that the | 
Act shall be so amended that the judges 
shall not be able to misunderstand or mis- | 
construe its meaning. We ask that | 
peaceful persuasion shall be legalised. | 
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these facts were | 
brought out in the course of the evidence | 
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One case which came before the courts 
was this: Two members of a Union visited 


The |a “blackleg” in his own house for the 


purpose of trying to persuade him by 
peaceful argument to refrain from con- 
tinuing at work. They were tried and 
had to pay damages to settle the case and 
avoid being sent to prison. With the 
law in that condition, and with the 
interpretation of the law in that con- 
dition, it is the merest nonsense to 


say that peaceful persuasion is legal in 


connection with picketing, and all that 


|the unions ask for, I repeat, is that the 
funds shall not be attachable for the 


illegal act of irresponsible members, and 
that peaceful picketing shall not be, as at 
present, a penal offence leading to the 
imprisonment of members and _ the 
depletion of the Union funds. 


(11.45.) Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.) : 
I think it would be very undesirable 
that the results of the evening’s debate 


should be entirely thrown away, and I 


venture to make an appeal to his 
Majesty’s Government. Having listened 
to the arguments, and this being in no 
sense a Party question, I hope the 
Government will make some kind of 
response to what I think is the general 
feeling of the House: that the law is in a 
confused and unsatisfactory state. I do 
not know howit ought to be finally 
defined. The fact is this, and we cannot 
dispute it. Parliament in 1871 and 
1875 laid down what it then believed to 
be a fairly satisfactory code for the 
regulation of these labour _ societies. 
Since that time we have had several 
decisions of the judges, and particular!y 
during the last three years, which it is 
no exaggeration to say no one could 
have anticipated or foreseen even ten or 
fifteen years ago. In the first place we 
have had a decision—I do not say 
whether it is right or wrong—that the 
funds of a Trade Union are liable 
for the acts of any person shown 
to be a authorised agent of the 
Union. On the other side we have had, 
if not a decision, at any rate, the dicta, 
that picketing, not accompanied by un- 
lawful acts of violence, or menaces, and 
which takes the form of the mere con- 
veyance of information is also illegal. I 
do not hesitate to say that human nature 
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being what it is, and the economic con- 


ditions being what they are, no strike can | 


be lawfully conducted in which the 
pickets confine themselves to the giving 
of information. Assuming that they are 
trying to regulate their action by all 
possible restraint that the law imposes, 
they must persuade or solicit those whom 
they are trying to influence. In the 
question of the funds of the Trade Union 
and the question of picketing, which are 
two questions which eminently require 
further consideration and legislation, and 
as regards the law of conspiracy in its 
recent application to trade disputes, the 
judicial development of that law by the 
House of Lords has led the country to 


conclusions from which every one would 


have shrank twenty years, or even 
ten vears ago. Under these circum- 


stances could not the Government agree 
that a case has arisen and a situation 
developed itself in which it is 
that we 


has 
eminently desirable should 
have some further investigation of the 
question. I do not understand any of 
my hon. friends who have supported the 
Motion to have wedded themselves to any 
particular proposal or to have said that 
trade disputes should be settled in any 
particular way. What they say is that in 
the present situation, the question ought 
not to be left to the decision of the judges 
and to the irresponsible development of 
of the law by judicial tribunals, but that 
it is pre-eminently a question for Parlia- 
ment. Iam not going to indulge in any 
reflections on what is called “ Judge-made 
law.” A good deal of our law is Judge- 
made law, and it is a good thing that it 
is. But, as regards a question like this, 
which goes dow: to the very roots of the 
economic and social conditions of the 
people, Parliament and Parliament alone 


should be the real judges. By universal 


admission, it follows from the speeches on | 


Mr. Asquith, 
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| both sides of the House that the law is in 
| an unsatisfactory, confused, and I think 
I might almost say, chaotic state, and 
‘may we not hope to elicit from the 
Government some admission that the time 
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has come for further inquiry with the view 
to ultimate legislation, which shall make 
Parliament the House of Commons, and 
the House of Lords the real judges, and 
not leave the matter entirely to the judges, 
If we could get some assurance of that 
sort from the Government, I think we 
should be prepared to allow the Resolution 
to drop, but unless we do I think we must 
persist in the Resolution which declares 
that Parliament and Parliament alone 
is responsible. 


#(11.50.) Tus SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcuigz, Croydon): The 
Gentleman has made a very moderate 


right hon. 
and very proper appeal to the Govern. 
ment with regard to two points belong- 
ing to the same question. He says that 
the law with regard to financial liability 
ought to be inquired into, and also that 
the law of conspiracy as interpreted by 
the judges ought to be inquired into. 


Mr. ASQUITH: And also picketing. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: With regard to the 
first question, the financial aspect, does 
the right hon. Gentleman say that the 
decision which has been arrived at is, in 
his opinion, an improper decision ; I am 
sure any one who listened to the speech 
of my hon. and learned friend the 
Attorney General must have felt that any 
allegation that the law was different in 
regard to the workman from what it is with 
regard to the employer was not consistent 
with the facts of the case; neither would 
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anybody say that, when any unlawful 
acts are done or authorised by any 


body of persons, that body of persons 
ought not to be financially responsible 
for any damage that might be sus- 


tained. Therefore, I cannot myself 


see upon what ground any inquiry 


is necessary in regard to that par- 
With regard to the 
other point the right hon. Gentleman 


cannot quote, 


ticular question. 


cannot give a single 
instance, I think, in which, upon the 
merits of the case, there has been any 
decision with which he can find fault. I 
do not think he can; and there certainly 
has not been one single case adduced in the 
discussion which shows that the decision, 
so far as the merits of the case are con- 
cerned, has been in any respect a wrong- 
ful decision, or contrary to the law or 
the wishes of Parliament. My hon. and 
learned friend the Attorney General took 
case after case and showed that the oper- 
ation and action of Trade Unions in these 
cases was action which went far beyond 
any question of peaceful persuasion. 
I will go this length with my hon. friend. 
If the Trade Unions were to take a test 
case to the House of Lords as was recom. 
mended by their own central body, and 
it was found by the decision of the 
House of Lords that the law was in a 
condition which was unfair to the work- 
ing classes, then I think His Majesty's 
Government would be quite ready to con 

sider as to whether or not some inquiry 
should not be made into the law with a 
view, if he likes, to some further legislation 
with the object of clearing up any doubtful 
points that might arise. But so far as we 
have gone at present there does not seem 
any reason why the Government should 
The 


interpose. Amendment which is 
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suggests that before the Government is 
called upon by Parliament to propose any 
alteration of the law, some steps should be 
taken by the aggrieved persons to get the 
decision of the highest tribunal in the land 
as to what the state of the law is, and [ 
think the House would be well advised, 
either in accepting the Amendment of my 
hon. friend behind me, or in not going to a 
division on the matter, because it is clear 
that the right hon. Gentleman who has 
just spoken and His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment differ. 
Let us the 
highest tribunal—the House of Lords 


do not very materially 


have a decision of 
—showing that an amendment of the 
law is necessary, or that further inquiry 
If the result of the 
should be to 


may be desirable. 
proceedings show to 
Parliament and His Majesty’s Govern- 
that the 


confusion, then it would be for the Govern- 


ment law is in a state of 
ment to take some action, whether by 


We should 


shrink from making inquiry if we thought 


inquiry or otherwise. not 
it was necessary, but nothing has been 
shown to-night, which in the opinion of 
the Government calls for the inquiry 
which the right hon. Gentleman desires, 


and no case has been adduced, either 


| from the financial or the conspiracy point 


of view, which shows that there has been 


any decision either on the one or on the 
other, which is contrary to the wishes of 
Parliament, or contrary to the justice 


of the case. 


(11.55.) Sir H. CAMPELL-BANNER- 


| MAN (Stirling Burghs): The right hon. 


before the House does not say that no | 


Gentleman said he thought that there was 
very little difference between the two 
sides of the House. 


| - — 
amendment of the law is necessary, but it; “MR. RITCHIE dissented. 
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Well, between the Government as repre- | 
sented by the right hon. Gentleman and_ 
opposing a non possumus on the part of 


my right hon. friends who have taken 
part in the debate. [An Hon. Memper . 
No.] Well. 
hon. Gentlemen, if that suits the Home 
better. I differ from him 
It is not a question of those 


between the two right 
Secretary 
entirely. 
individual points which have been 
brought before the House, it is not a 
question in regard to which you can go 
from one to the other and ask each 
Member to decide for himself whether or 
not he accepts the clause as it is at 
present interpreted by the judges. What 
has been proved, and proved tonight 
up to the hilt, is the state of confusion 
in which the law now stands, which in 
itself requires the intervention of the 


Government. Besides that, I will venture 


to go a little further and say that the | 


right hon. Gentleman must be 
blind to the state of feeling in the coun- 


very 
try if he is not aware that there is a 
very strong sentiment on this subject 
—a very strong feeling indeed. When he 
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Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 


_asks us to wait until, in the course of 
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some months or years, a further decision 
has been taken, he knows he is practically 


the Government to that which_has been 
asked for. I regret very much the atti- 
tude which the right hon. Gentleman 
has taken up in the face of the most 
conciliatory and reasonable proposal of my 
right hon. friend who preceded him, 
jut as he has refused to give that 
inquiry which would have satisfied the 
feelings of those interested in the matter, 


we shall, of course, support the Resolution, 


Mr. BANBURY (Peckham) rose to 


continue the debate. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) rose in 
his place and claimed to move, “ That the 


Question be now put.” 


(11.47.) Question put, “That the 
Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 199 ; Noes, 


177. (Division List No. 173.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork, N .E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) | 


Asquith, Rt HonHerbertHenry | 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Austin, Sir John 


Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 

Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 

Carlile, William Walter 
Allen,CharlesP. (Glouc..Stroud | Cawley, Frederick 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 

Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 

Chamberlain,J. Austen(W ore r 
Channing. Francis Allston 


Dunean, J. Hastings 


Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,Sirkrancis H( Maidst’ne 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 


| Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 


Barry, E. 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Eeaumont, Wentworth C. b. 


Blake Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bond, Edward 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brodrick, Kt. Hon, St. John 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Buxton, Sidney Charles 


Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 


Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 


‘remer, William Randal 
‘rombie, John William 


| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

| Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dickson, Charles Scott 

| Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 


(Cork, 8.) Condon,!Thomas Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Bell, Richard | Crean, Eugene 
( 
( 


Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 

| Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Ernest 
Flynn, James Christopher 

| Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D. Wednesbury 
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Gurdon, Sir W. Bramptoa 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Rt Ho Lrd G. (Midd’x 


| M‘Kenna, Reginald } 
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M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) | 


| Manstield, Horace Rendall | 


Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. | 


Hareourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Hardie,J. Kier( MerthyrTydvil 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hateh, Ernest lrederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patriek 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hayter. Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. ) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hatton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


facoby. James Aifred 

lessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
fones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
fones, William(Caraarv’ nshire 
loyce, Michael 


Kearley, Hudson, E. 


labouchere, Henry 
langley, Batty 

aw,Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. ) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
ny. Edimund 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Logan, John William 
Lough, Thomas 

Landon, W. 






MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

W'Crae, Creorge 

MWFadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


\cland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex F. 
\ynew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 


Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, William | 
Montagu, G. (Huntindon) 
Mooney, John J. 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 


! 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph!(Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


O'Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipp rary Mid | 
( Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. | 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
ivi dowd, John 

(Y Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

( Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 

(Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
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Roche, John 

toe, Sir Thomas 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Runciman, Walter 


Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich(Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 


| Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 


Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 


| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


Spencer, RtHn.C.R. (Northants 


| Stanley. EdwardJas. (Somerset 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal 


Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas, J A(Glamorg’ nGower) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomkinson, James 


| Toulmin, George 


Palmer, George W m. (Reading) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland 
Pemberton, Jolin ts. G. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Priestly, Arthur 


Randles, John S. 

Rea, Russell 

Reekitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond.John E. (Waterford) 
Reid,Sir R.Thresbie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Riehard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eition) 
toberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robson, William Snowdon 


NOES. 


Beach, Rt Ha. Sir Michael Hicks 
Bentinek, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownagegree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 


| Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 


Brassey, Albert 

Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shrops. 
Butcher, John George 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


Balfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds | Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 


Cavendish, V.C W.(Derbyshire 


Trevelyan. Charles Philips 


Tully, Jasper 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT 
Warr, Angustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Welby,Sir CharlesG. E.( Notts 
White, Luke (Yor k, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.'T( H’ dd’rsfi'd 


y 


Yoxall, James Henry 


AYES— 
and Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. M‘Arthur 
Causton. 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cust, Henry John C. 


Dalkeith, Earl of 
Denny, Colonel 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
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Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William a 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt Hon.Sir William Hart 


Faber, Edmund B.( Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison ( York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fr ielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Ir inlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes | 
Fison, Frederick William | 





FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- | 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, HnA.G. HL.(CityofLond. | 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, HnJ. E( Elgin & Nairn) | 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby- (Line. ) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,SirEW (B rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 


| Maconochie, 


{COMMONS} 


Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. 8. 


pos aig Evan Henry 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. James 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Fras. (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Regd. J. (Portsmouth) 


(Kent) 


| Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Macdona, John Camming 
Maclver, David (Live rpool) 
A.W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


| M‘Iver,SirLewis( E’inburgh, W 


M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Maleolm, Lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mildm: gf Francis Bingham 
Miiner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fredk.G. 
Mitchell, William 

Moon, Edward Rohert Pacy 


| Morgan, David J.(Walth’stow) 


| Morrell, George Herbert 


| Morton, 
| Mount, William Arthur 
| Murray, Rt HnA.Graham(Bute 


Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of (Lond’derry | 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, James (Statfords. N. W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Hendersor, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Ar. H. A. (Deptford) 


Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 


Nicholson, Wm. 
Nicol, 


Graham 
Donald Ninian 


O Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


| Parker, Gilbert 


| Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n | 


Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies | 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 


Peel, Hon. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Penn, John 
Perey, a. 

| Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 


Kennaway, Rt. Hon. SirJohnH., | 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 


(12.10.) 


Question put 


“That the words proposed to be left out | 203. 


stand part of the Question.” 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 


Powell, Sir i rancis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 


accordingly, 


AYES. 


dayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Beaumont, Wentworth'C. B. 


Allan, W iNiam (Gateshead) 


sell, Ric shard 


Allen,CharlesP.(Glouce.,Stroud | lake, Edward 


Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbt. Henry | 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Austin, Sir John 


Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 


Boland, John 


| Bolton, Thomas Dolling 


Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Henry 
sryee, Rt. Hon. James 


| Burns, John 





336 


Disputes. 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 


Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, Hon.M. Ww. (Stalyb’dge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
| Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Round, James 
| Rutherford, John 


| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 

| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 

| Seely, Maj. J.E. B.(IsleofWight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford,East) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart, SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 


Thornton, Perey M. 

| Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tutinell, Lt -Colonel Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Valentia, Viscount 


Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. SirW illiamH. 
| Warde, Colonel C. E 
Wason, J. Cathcart (Orkney) 
| Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(T'nton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. Jolin Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wim. H. (Yorks.) 
| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath 
| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B, Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


| + 

| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
| Mr. Renshaw and Mr. 
| Banbury. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 174 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 174.) 


Buxton, Sydney Charles 


Caine, William Sproston 
_ Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
| . awley, Frederick 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
| Condon, “Thomas Joseph 
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Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, W illiam Randal 
Crombie, John William 


Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 


( Lanark 


Elibank, Master of . 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 


Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
ffrench, Peter 

Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon, Sir Henry 


ne a James 

Goddard ’ Daniel Ford 

Gray, E rnest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Hardie,J. Keir( Merthyr Tydvil 
He urmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude ( reorge 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, D’v id Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William(Carn’rvonshire 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirA lex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 








{14 May 1902} 


Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E. 


Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 

Law, ugh Alex.(Donegal, W. 
Layland- ‘Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Logan, John William 
Lough, Thomas 


Lundon, W. 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, William 

Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 





Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’rary Mid | 
O’Brien, Sey (Kilkenny) | 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, hee s( Wicklow, W. 
©’Connor, 'T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N, | 
O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J 


Palmer, George Wim. (Reading) | 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


NOES. 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

3alfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt lin Gerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. ) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, RtHn.SirMichael Hicks 
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Disputes. 
Priestley, Arthur 


Randles, John S. 

Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold James 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, Sirk. Threshie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J . Compton 
Rigg, Rie hard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 

Robson, William Snowdon 

Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 
topner, Colonel Robert 

Runciman, Walter 


Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Smith, HC(North’mb.Tyneside 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt Hn.C.R( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 


Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-(Hastings 
Thomas,J A(GImorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 


| Toulmin, George 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


| Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
| Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 


White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


| Woodhouse,SirJ.T(Huddersf'd 


| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. M‘Arthur and Mr. 
Causton. 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. 











339 Adjournment of 
Butcher, John George 


‘ 


( ae Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm. 


arlile, 


Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings; Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colom),SirJohnCharles Ready | 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
( 


‘ust, Henry John C. 


Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 


Faber, Edmund B.(Hants.,W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson. ht. Hn.SirJ(Mane'r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald. Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 


railloway, William Johnson 
iartit, William 
Gibbs Hn A.G_H (City of Lond. 


Godson, Sir Augustus rederick | 


Gordon, Hn.J.E. 
(core, Hon. S. F 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,SirE. W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Ccathrie, Walter Murray 


(Elgin& Nairn 
. Ormsby-(Line.) 


Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 


Hamilton, Rt HnL’rdG(Midd’x | 


Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nd’rry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence e(K nt, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 


Heath ,James(Statfords. N. W.) | 


Question proposed, “That those words | being taken to further proceeding, 


be there added.” 


{COMMONS} 


| Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

| Hoare, Sir Samuel 

H. | Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 

| Hogg, Lindsay 

| Horner, Frederick William 

| Hoult, Jeseph 

| Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCec ‘il 

| Hudson, George Bickersteth 


| | 
| Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies | 


| Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 





Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 
| Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) | 
Lawson, John Grant 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Francis William 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Lowe, 


Macartney, RtHn. W.G.Ellison 

Maedona, John Cumming 

Maclver, David (L iverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M:Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Iver.SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M'Killop,- James (Stirlingshire ) | 

Malcolm, lan 

——, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mildmay, Franeis Bingham 

| Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 


Mitchell, William 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 
| Morgan, DavidJ.(W Ith’ mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford | 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, ttHa.A.Grah’m(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


| Nicholson, William Graham 
| Nicol, Donald Ninian 
| 


| Smith, 
| Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 


| Strovan, 


| Wason,JohnC€ 


| Wharton, Rt. Hon. 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


| Wrightson, 


O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 
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| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


Parker, Gilbert 

Pease, Herbt. Pike(Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wim. Robt. Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 


Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 


Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M.W. (Staly brid; xe) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Round, James 

Rutherford, John 


Sackville. Col. 
Sandys, Lient. ( “OL Phos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Maj.J. E. BUsleof Wight 
Seton-lKarr, Soury 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Abel H.( Hertford, East) 


G. Stopford- 


John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J. M‘Tageart 
John 


Charles Hedley 


Spear, 


Hon. 


Strutt, 


| Talbot. Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf'd Univ. 


Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Valentia, Viscount 


Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rtn. SirWilliamH: 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
atheart(Orkney) 
Welly, Lt.-Cl. A.C. E.(Taunton 
We by, Sir CharlesG. E( Notts.) 
John Lloyd 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. ) 
W odehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Sir Thomas 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Renshaw and Mr. 
Wolff. 


It being after Midnight, and objection 


the 


| Deba ite stood adjourned. 


Adjourned at half-past Twelve. 
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341 Private Bill 


HOUSE OF LORDS. | 


| 
Thursday, 15th May, 1902. 
| 


| 
| 


EARL OF LEITRIM. | 

Report made from the Lord Chancellor, | 

that the right of Charles, Earl of Leitrim, | 

to vote at the elections of Representative | 

Peers for Ireland has been established to 

the satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Vember 


= —_— 
~ 


2 Tue Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
: House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
* had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
: from the Examiners that the further 
. Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
> ing Bill have been complied with :— 
: Scarborough Tramways. 

And the Certificates that the further 
: Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
? ing Bill have not been complied with :- 

Halifax Corporation. 

Metropolitan District Railway. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


: Table. 


BARROW HAEMATITE STEEL COM- 
PANY, LIMITED, BILL [.1.]. 
Presented (pursuant to leave given on 
. Tuesday last) ; read 1*; and reterred to 
~ the Examiners. 


; DEVONPORT CORPORATION (WATER) 
0 BILL [H.1. }, 
* SADDLEWORTH, SPRINGHEAD, AND 
LEES TRAMWAYS BILL [u.1. }. 
. Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


MARGATE CORPORATION WATER 
BILL [u.L. |, 

LEICESTER CORPORATION BILL [1.1.], 
WIGHAM CORPOKATION BILL [g.L.], 
LIMPSFLELD AND OXTED WATER 

BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments. 


LONDON SCHOOL BOARD (SUPER- 
ANNUATION) BILL. 


Reported, without Amendment. 
VOL. CVIL. 





[FourTH SeErIEs, | 
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RATHMINES AND RATHGAR URBAN 
DISTRICL COUNCIL BILL. 

Read, 2* and committed; the Com" 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


Business. 


BELFAST CORPORATION 
fead 2*, and committed. 


BILL. 


RENFREW HARBOUR BILL [H.L. }, 
Read 3", and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


CHARD GAS BILL, 

GARSTON AND DISTRICT TRAMWAY'’S 
AND ELECTRIC SUPPLY (TRANSFER) 
3ILL, 

GREAT CENTRAL AND MIDLAND RAIL- 
WAYS (SOUTH YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAYS) BILL, 

GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL, 
LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL, 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL, 

NORTH METROPOLITAN TRAMWAYS 
BILL, 

YORKSHIRE CORPORATION BILL. 

Brought from the Commons ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


read 1"; 


Crry AND NORTH EAST SUBURBAN 
ELECTRIC RAILWAY (No. 1) BILL [#.1.}. 


CITY AND NORTH-EAST SUBURBAN 
ELECTRIC RAILWAY (No. 2) BILL [1.1.1], 

Report from the Select Committees 
That the promoters do not intend to 
proceed further with the Bills: Ordered 
that the Bills be not further proceeded 
with. 


SWANSEA CORPORATION BILL [u.1.}. 


NATIONAL TELEPHONE COMPANY 
(KINGSTON-UPON-HULL) BILL [H.1.], 


ABERCARN URBAN DISTRICT G AS BILL 
BROADSTA'RS GAS B!LL, 
CLAY CROSS RAILWAY BILL, 
NEWPORT CORPORATION BILL, 


CITY OF LONDON (SPITALFIELDS 
MARKET) BILL, 


COMMERCIAL GAS BILL, 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY (CRUMLIN 
VIADUCT) BILL, 


N 
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Returns, 


MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 


Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the following Lords be proposed to 
the House to form the Select Committee 
for the consideration of the said Bills ; 
(viz.), 

V. Hill, 

L. Saltoun, 

L. Digby, 

L. Hamilton of Dalzell, 

L. Hawkesbury (chairman) ; 
agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly : the Committee to meet on 
Wednesday the 4th of June next, at 
Eleven o'clock ; and all petitions referred 
to the Committee, with leave to the 
petitioners praying to be heard by counsel 
against the Bills to be heard as desired, 
as also counsel for the Bills. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 
Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House Tomorrow. 


{LORDS} 





Reports, &c. 
CABLE COMMUNICATION. 


Minutes of Evidence taken before the 
Inter-Departmental Committee on Cable 
Communications. 
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NATIONAL PORTRAIT GALLERY. 


"Forty-fifth Annual Report of the 
Trustees of the National Portrait Gal- 
lery, 1901-1902. 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND AND 
WALES) 1900 (PART II. CIVIL JUDI- 
CIAL CIVIL STATISTICS). 

Statistics relating to the Judicial Com- 
mittee of the Privy Council, the House 
of Lords, the Supreme Court of Judica- 
ture, County Courts, and other Civil 
Courts, edited by John Macdonell, 
Esquire, C.B., a Master of the Supreme 
Court. 

MARRIAGES, BIRTHS, AND DEATHS 

(ENGLAND AND WALES.) 

General Abstract for 1901. 
30th.) 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 


(March 





PAISLEY GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [u.1.]. 


Read 2* (according to order.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1.) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; 
to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. (No. 74.) 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
NAVY (WATER-TUBE BOILERS). 

Letter from Messrs. Delaunay, Belle- 
ville, and Company, commenting on the 
report of trials of H.M.S. ‘‘ Hyacinth” 
and H.M.S. ‘“ Minerva.” 


TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 2790. Germany (German Colonies.) 
No. 2791. Morocco (Dar-al-Baida.) 
No. 2792. Turkey (Erzeroum. ) 

No. 2793. Argentine Republic 
(Rosario.) 

No. 2794. Portugal (Goa.) 

No. 2795. China (Hankow.) 


No. 2796. Japan (South Formosa). 
2797. China (Chinkiang.) 


No. 





| to lie on the Table. 
| INDIA (PROGRESS AND CONDITION.) 


| Statement exhibiting the moral and 
| material progress and condition of India 
|during the year 1900-1901. Thirty- 


| 


seventh number.) 


RAILWAY COMPANIES’ POWERS 


| ACT, 1864. 
|© Draft Certificate of the Board of Trade, 
| authorising the Liskeard and Looe Rail- 
way Company to raise additional capital. 
| FACTORY AND WORKSHOP (FIVE 
| HOURS SPELL IN HOSIERY 
| FACTORIES.) 
| Order, dated 12th May, 1902, made 
_ by the Secretary of State for the Home 
| Department, in pursuance of Section 39 
| of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, 
extending to hosiery factories the excep- 
tion by which a woman, young person, 
| or child may be employed continuously 
|for five hours, and also directing that 
|in the case of hosiery factories, the ex- 
|ception shall not be limited to certain 
months of the year. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
NORTHAMPTON). 

Order made by the County Council of 
the County of Northampton, altering 
certain polling districts in the Southern 
| Parliamentary Division. 
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London Under- 
PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE 
MARKS. 


Nineteenth Report of the Comptroller 
General of Patents, Designs, and Trade 


{15 May 1902} 
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the general law in relation to this sub- 
ject are at the present time under the 
consideration of two Committees of your 


ground Railways. 


Lordships’ House now sitting upon 


Marks, with appendices, for the year | Private Bills. 


1901. 


COMMONS ACT, 1876. 
Report, by the Board of Agriculture, 
upon an application for a Provisional 
Order for the regulation of the commons 


in the parishes of Chipping Sodbury, Old | 


Sodbury, and Little Sodbury, in the 
County of Gloucester. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 


Minutes by the Board of Education 
sanctioning the subjects to be taught 
under Clause 8 of the Act: (1) for the 
County of Dorset, 4th Minute; (2) for 
the County of Buckingham, 9th Minute. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES— 
JOINT COMMITTEE. 

The Lord Sandhurst discharged from 
serving on the Joint Committee, and 
the Viscount Gordon (E. Aberdeen) named 
of the Committee in his place. 


LONDON UNDERGROUND RAILWAYS. 

Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, some weeks ago? I called your 
Lordship’s attention to damage which 
had been done and might be done to 
house property through the construction 
and working of underground railways. 
and I also directed your Lordships’ 
attention to the fact that, under the 
law as it now stands, no action lies 
against a railway company which holds 
its charter by statute, for any damage it 
may do in its working, and I suggested 
to your Lordships that possibly there 
might be some change made in the existing 
law. I understood then that the Board of 
Trade would prepare clauses and submit 
them to the Lord Chairman of Commit- 
tees, and that these clauses would be 
considered by him, and I believe that 
such clauses have been drawn. I also 
have seen it stated that clauses altering 


+ See (4) Debates, civ., 986. 


The point which I wish to submit to 


| the House is this, that this change in 


the law—if it is an alteration in the 
general law as | apprehend it is intended 
to be, and as [ think the Chairman of 
Committees said it would be applying to 
all Bills for underground railways—if 
this alteration becomes the general law, 
if it embodies a general policy, then it 
will form part of the general law of 
which it will be an alteration; and in 
these circumstances [| submit to your 
Lordships that these clauses ought, in 
the first instance, to be laid on the Table 
of the House, so that the House may 
become acquainted with their terms, 
and also that the public may have notice 
of the proposals, so that anyone, who 
may see fit to do so, may offer sugges- 
tions upon them. I do not know any- 
thing of the clauses myself. I daresay 
they are very good clauses, but the 
point is one of principle. I would sub- 
mit to your Lordships that when it is 
proposed to alter the general law the 
procedure ought to bethe same as 
it is with regard to any alteration 
in your Lordships’ Standing Orders, 
which is always laid on the Table of 
your Lordship’s House for consideration. 
It appears to me there is some incon- 
venience in clauses of this sort being 
presented to Committees on Private 
Bills. In the first place, it by no means 
follows that all Committees will come to 
the same conclusion, and my view is 
that if there is to be an alteration of the 
general law, of course the alteration 
should be one and the same in all cases. 
Another thing is, that as far as | 
know, your Lordships only refer these 
Private Bills to Committees for considera- 
tion with regard to the objects for 
which they are promoted. You do not 
submit to them any question of altera- 
tion of the general law. Under any 
circumstances, I think if your Lordships 
were to allow this matter to pass away 
to a Committee your Lordships might 
never become acquainted with the 
change at all, because, as the House 
knows, Private Bills are not printed and 
circulated, and are not laid on the Table 
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Under- 


of the House. So it would not be in 
the knowledge of your Lordships what 
change had been made. It is a question 
of the original jurisdiction of this House 
and | apprehend this House will be very 
slow to part with any of its original 
jurisdiction. For these reasons I submit 
these clauses should be laid on the ‘lable 
of the House that they may be considered 
before they are inserted in any Railway 


Bill.» 


Moved to resolve, That the special 
clauses to be proposed with reference to 
the damage dore by underground rail- 
ways be submitted for consideration by 
the House, before being inserted in any 
Railway Bill —(The Earl of Camperdown.) 


Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Moriey): My noble 
friend moved, as he has said, some weeks 
ago on this subject, and | then objected 
to his Motion on the ground that it went 
somewhat further than I thought the 
circumstances justified. But I fully 
admitted from the first that something 
more than the present state of the law 
was required for the protection of prop- 
erty under the very novel circumstances 
of these tube railways. There is no 
doubt that the conditions under which 
these “tube railways,” as they are called, 
are made are entirely novel. We have had 
no experience of their results, and at 
present it is very difficult to tell what 
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damage may be done to adjoining pro- 


perty by constant working of the trains. 
Therefore 1 am entirely in agreement 
with my noble friend that something is 
required to be done, and I also quite 
sympathise with him in the wish that 
the House at large, and not merely a 
Committee, should be thoroughly informed 
of what clauses are introduced into these 
Bills, and further the object which he 
and I, and I think the House generally 
have in view. But, my Lords, there is 
a good deal of difficulty in carrying out 
the suggestion my noble friend has made, 
of in the first instance laying these 
clauses before the House. My _ noble 
friend laid some stress on “alteration of 
the general law,” and no doubt it is in a 
sense, an alteration of the general law 
whenever a Private Bill is passed. But 
then my noble friend may say these Bills 
are to meet special cases, but the clauses 
now referred to are of a more general 
character. That, no doubt, is perfectly 


The Eurl of Camperdown. 


{LORDS} 
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ground Railways. 


true, but the circumstances may not be the 
same in all these Bills, and though it js 
quite irregular, | know, to refer to the 
proceedings of Committees now sitting, 
1 think it is pretty well known that 
there are two Committees now discussing 
tube railways upstairs—-one of them | 
think has almost concluded its labours- 

and these Committees have considered 
with very great care clauses which have 
been submitted to them, and which they 
have themselves suggested, to see what 
can be done to give some further pro- 
tection than the ordinary law affords 
to owners of property in the neighbour- 
hood of these railways. ‘These Com- 
mittees have had the great advantage 
of liaving before them the promoters’ 
cases, the cases for opponents, and the 
cases of owners of property, and of having 
these cases thoroughly discussed — by 
counsel engaged for the — several 
interests. And now I venture to sub- 
mit to the House that it would be far 
better to leave the elaboration of these 
clauses for the present to these Com- 
mittees. Let them insert clauses in the 
Bills if they think proper to do so, either 
clauses of absolute uniform character, 
or clauses to meet the varying circum- 
stances of the different Bills, and when the 
Bill comes before your Lordships on the 
Third Reading it will be perfectly open 
to the House to consider these clauses 
and make any alteration in them the 
House may think fit. My noble friend 
says Private Bills do not come before 
the House in the way Publie Bills do, 
and that they are not printed for cir- 
culation. | can assure him that | 
shall be very happy to inform hin, 
or give general information to the House 
when these Bills are coming on for 
Third Reading, and if my noble friend 
will then call attention to the clauses 
that may be introduced into the Bills, 
and will take the opinion of the House 
on them, it will, | think, provide a 
guide to future Committees and to 
myself in dealing with such Bills. | 
think that would be a more convenient 
course to adopt—and I shall be glad te 
do everything in my power to assist the 
noble Lord in that way—than to pursue 
the course he suggests in his Resolution. 


Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN: Oi 
course the suggestion of the noble Lore 
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will be most convenient to the House, 
and I shall not oppose it or take the 
sense of the House on my Motion. But, 
at the same time, I wish to point out 
that it is only by the noble Lord calling 
our attention specially on the Third 
Reading to these Bills that we can take 
action. If he will kindly undertake 
that they shall be printed and laid on 
the Table of the House, the House will 
have an Opportunity of judging of the 
clauses. | do not wish to persevere 
with my Motion, but unless some un- 
usual course of this kind it taken your 
Lordships will not be in a position, | 
fear, to see these clauses at all. As the 
matter is a very important one, and the 
general law is, as we know, frequently 
altered, and in this case the alteration 
will be novel and may be considerable, 
certainly, | think the House ought to 
have the means of knowing what is 
being done. 


THE 
EarL of 


LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
HAtsspury): The noble Lord 
seems to be under some misap- 
prehension as to the efiect of a 
clause in a Railway Act on _ the 
general law. A railway company has 
its own code recognised in the Statute 
authorising the construction of a railway, 
and if any one line is authorised by an 
Act having a particular section in it, 
that will not affect any railway beyond 
the particular railway in question. It 
will not be an alteration of the general 
law, though it is true enough it is an 
alteration of the general law which is 
enacted in these Railway Bills. It is a 
mistake to treat this business as an altera- 
tion of the general law. The general 
law is that where a railway is authorised 
by Parliament to be made from one 
point to another, under the Railway 
Clauses Act the user of the railway does 
hot give rise to a claim for compensation 
lor damage done during the working of 
the railway. The noble Lord seemed to 
think that the authorisation of either of 
these railways with some special pro- 
vision made would have operation beyond 
this particular railway, but that is 
Wrong. 


THe Earn or CAMPERDOWN: I 
quite concur with everything that has 


been said by the noble Earl on the 
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Woolsack ; perhaps i did not use quite 
the correct expression when | alluded to 
the general law. But these clauses are 
intended, as [ said on a previous occasion, 
to be clauses of general application, and 
in future Underground Railway Bills it © 
will be the exception, not the rule, if they 
are not inserted. [t is because it is in- 
tended that they shall be clauses for 
general application that it seemed to me 
a matter that should come before the 
attention of your Lordships’ House. 


Tue Eart or MORLEY : I will under- 
take that the House shall have printed 
copies of the clause or clauses in the 
Bills, so that the proposals shall be in 
your Lordships’ hands. 


Toe Eart or CAMPERDOWN: With 
that assurance I beg leave to withdraw 
my Motion. 


Motion, by leave of the House, with- 
drawn. 


THE CORONATION—ACCOMMODATION 
FOR PEERS, ETC. 

Kart CARRINGION: I beg to ask 
my noble friend the Chancellor of the 
Duchy, as a member of the Coronation 
Committee, whether he has made any 
representation to the Lord Great Cham- 
berlain so as to ensure arrangements 
being made for the benefit of Peers and 
Peeresses who are going to attend the 
Coronation of their Majesties on June 
26th. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: 1] 
have not made any representations to 
the Lord Great Chamberlain—it would 
not be my duty to do so—but Lord 
Cholmondeley has taken great interest 
in this matter, and he has been good 
enough to say that he will do all he can 
to make arrangements for the accom- 
modation for Peers and Peeresses before 
the ceremony, and certainly for receiving 
them immediately afterwards in this 
House. The circumstances have involved 
a considerable amount of trouble and 
detail, and he asks for the assistance of 
a few Members of this House to tak; 
charge, to some extent, of these arrange- 
ments, and trusts they will proceed at 
once to make such arrangements as are 
possible to meet the convenience of Peers 
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and Peeresses who are to attend. 
Notice will be given by circular to every 
Peer as soon as those arrangements are 


made. 


THe Eart or ONSLOW: If it is in 
order for one member of the Govern- 
ment to ask another member of the 
Government a Question, | would like to 
ask whether Peers’ daughters will be 
included. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: I am 
afraid they come under the word 
** details.” 

House adjourned at ten minutes 
before Five o’clock, till To- 
morrow, half past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 15th May, 1902. 
The House met ab Two of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDERS BILLS (STAND- 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERE- 
TO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
ease of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto, 
have been complied with, viz:— 


Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (Housing of Working 
Ciasses) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill. 


Ordered, that the Bills be 


second time tomorrow. 


read a 


GREAT CENTRAL AND MIDLAND RAIL- 
WAYS (SOUTH YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAYS) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 
ISLE OF WIGHT CENTRAL RAILWAY 
BILL [Lorps]. 


Read the third time, and passed, 
without Amendment. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. 
Read the third time and passed. 
Lord Jumes of Hereford. 


{COMMONS} 


| NORTH 








LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL, 


METROPOLITAN TRAMWAYS 


YORK CORPORATION BILL. 


Read the third time and passed. [New 
Title. | 


COLWYN 
DISTRICT COUNCIL BILL. 

As amended, considered. A Clause 

added ; Bill to be read the third time. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 39, 
129, and 230 be suspended, and that the 
time for depositing Petitions and Mem- 
orials against Private Bills, or against any 
Bill to confirm any Provisional Order or 
Provisional Certificate, and for depositing 
duplicates of any Documents relating to 
any Bill to confirm any Provisional Order 
or Provisional Certificate, also for deposit- 


‘ing Documents relating to any Order 


under The Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, be extended to the 
first day on which the House shall sit 
after the Recess.—(7he Chuirman of Ways 
and Meuns.) 


STANDING ORDERS. 
Ordered, That, for the remainder of 
the Session, three be the quorum of the 
Select Committee on Standing Orders 
—(Mr. Halsey.) 


PLYMOUTH, DEVONPORT, AND SOUTH- 
WESTERN JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL. 
[Lorps] [Not AMENDED] (By ORDER). 


Considered ; Bill to be read the third 
time. 


PILOTAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER. 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
nade by the Board of Trade under the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, relating 
to the Pilotage District of the Corpora 
tion of the Trinity House of Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain. 


PILOTAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 

“To confirm a Provisional Order made 
by the Board of Trade under The Mer- 
chant Shipping Act, 1894, relating to 
the Pilotage District of the Corporation 
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of the Trinity House of Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time; to be referred to the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [No. 215.] 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 
WAYS AND IMPROVEMENTS) BILL, 


CROYDON AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC 
TRAMWAYS BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Bill to be read the third time to- 
morrow. 


DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT OF 
LANDS (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 


Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time tomorrow. 


BEXHILL AND ROTHERFIELD RAIL- 
WAY (ABANDONMENT) BILL. 


Reported, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


Bill to be read the third time. 
BIRMINGHAM ASSAY OFFICE BILL 


[Lorps]. 


Reported, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


DONEGAL RAILWAY BILL [Lorps]. 


Reported, without Amendment; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. 


Bill to be read the third time. 
CHIGWELL, LOUGHTON, AND WOOD- 
FORD GAS BILL [Lorps]}. 


Reported, with Amendment; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


WATERFORD AND BISHOP FOY EN- 
DOWED SCHOOLS BILL [Lorps]. 


Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


{15 May 1902} 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to Great Eastern 
Railway Bill, without Amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
‘An Act to enable the South Eastern Rail- 
way Company to make new railways and 
widenings; to enable that Company and 
the London, Chatham, and Dover Rail- 
way Company to acquire and to hold addi- 
tional lands; to enable the Crowhurst, 
Sidley, and Bexhill Railway Company to 
raise additional capital; and for other 
purposes.” [South Eastern and London, 
Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill 
(Lords). 

And also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
extend the periods limited by The Ren- 
frew Burgh and Harbour Extension Act, 
1899, for the compulsory purchase of 
lands and the completion of the works 
by that Act authorised; and for other 
purposes.” [Renfrew Harbour Bill 
(Lords). ] 


SOUTH EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- 
HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS BILL 
[Lorps], 


RENFREW HARBOUR BILL [Lorps]. 
Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bill. 


PETITIONS. 


BURGH POLICE AND PUBLIC HEALTH 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Dunfermline, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES. 
BILL. 


Petitions against : From Long Sutton, 
and Ardsley ; tolie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Petition from Turton, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Scotland 
Northwich; and Nottingham (two); to 
lie upon the Table. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
IRELAND. 


Petitions against establishment: From 
Peterhead; Kingussie; Dunfermline 
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(two); Aberdeen ; Strathpeffer ; and 


Dingwall ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
S: NDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Waltham- 
stow; and Dunfermline; to lie upon the 
Table. 


STANDING ORDERS (PRIVATE 
BUSINESS). 

Petition from Wandsworth against 
alteration in respect of the Consents 
required with Tramway Bills ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BLLL. 
Petition from Annandale in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TEACHERS’ PENSION FUND(IRELAND). 
Return [presented 30th April] to be 
printed. [No. 179.] 


EAST INDIA (PROGRESS AND 


CONDITION). 

Copy presented, of Statement exhibiting 
the Moral and Material Progress and 
Condition of India during the year 1900- 
1901. Thirty-seventh Number [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table and to be printed. 
{No. 180. } 


COMMONS ACT 1876 (CHIPPING SOD- 
BURY, OLD SODBURY, AND LITTLE 
SODBURY, GLOUCESTERSHIRE), 

Copy presented, of Report by the 

Board of Agriculture upon an applica- 

tion for a Provisional Order for the 

regulation of the Commons in the 
parishes of Chipping Sodbury, Old 

Sodbury, and little Sodbury, in the 

county of Gloucester [by Act]; to lie 

upon the Table, and to be printed. 

[No. 181.] 


MARRIAGES, BIRTHS, AND DEATHS 
(ENGLAND). 


Copy presented, of General Abstract | 


of Marriages, Births, and Deaths regis- 
tered in England and Wales in the year 
1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


{COMMONS} 
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LOCAL AUTHORITIES IN SCOTLAND 
(TECHNICAL EDUCATION), 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 10th July, 1901; The Lord 
Advocate]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 182.] 


EMIGRATION AND IMMIGRATION. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 14th May ; Mr. Gerald Balfour) ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
| No. 183.] 


RAILWAYS (CERTIFICATES) (LISKEARD 
AND LOOE RAILWAY COMPANY). 
Copy presented, of Draft Certificate of 

the Board of ‘Trade authorising the 

Liskeard and Looe Railway Company 

to raise additional capital [by Act]; to 

lie upon the Table. 


ALIENS. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 18th February; J/r. Jesse 


Collings|; to lie upon the Table, and to 
he printed. [No. 184.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2795 to 2797 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


NAVY (WATER-TUBE BOLLENS). 

Copy presented, of letter from Messrs. 
Delaunay, Belleville, and Company, 
commenting on the Report of ‘Trials 
of H.M.S. “Hyacinth” and H.MS. 
‘* Minerva ”’ [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Farmers and Local Authorities— Milk 
Supply Regulations. 

Mr. TOLLEMACHE (Cheshire, Eddis- 
bury): To ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether his 
_ attention has been drawn to the loss and 
inconvenience caused to dairy farmers 
owing to the manner in which urban 
authorities occasionally use their powers 
|in connection with the milk supply in 
‘their respective districts; whether he 
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is aware that aclause enabling a farmer, | Victoria and Albert Museum. 

who can prove Unfair treatment by an| Str HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
urban authority, to recover compensa-| hampton, E.): To ask the First Com- 
tion has been introduced into several! missioner of Works what was the date 
local Acts, among others into the Leeds| on which Her late Majesty laid the 
Corporation Act, 1901, and The) foundation stone of the Victoria and 
Brighton Corporation Act, 1901; and, | Albert Museum: what is the amount of 
seeing that a similar clause dealing with | the building contract; how much of 
infectious diseases has been introduced | that money has been spent; at what 
into the London County Council Bill of | dates are “the different parts of the 
this session, whether he will, in con-} building to be completed; and what 
junction with the Local Government penalties, if any, are imposed by the 
Board, endeavour to secure the insertion | contract upon the builders in case of 
of similar clauses into all future Bills delay in completion of their contract. 
promoted by local authorities. | 





| 
| (Answer.) The date was 17th May, 
(dusuer.) My answer to both | ine = hge — es 
Questions is in the aflirmative.—(Bourd | He "ha ‘i ea 5 i gels epee 
tanita er late Majesty vefore any progress 
ya ) | had been made with the drawings, or 
; 'the temporary buildings in occupation 
ee See, ee Ee — | on the site had been removed elsewhere. 
com ss “ _ |The amount of the building contracts 
_MR. W ER (Ross and Cromarty): | ang arrangements is, so far, about 
To ask the Secretary to the cay | £76,000, of which £52,000 has been 
if he will state when the prize money in spent. The present contract for carry- 
connection with the aku bombardment ing the building up to the ground floor 
and capture of four Chinese destroyers | j. to he completed in October next, and 
wil be distributed; and how many} iy) it is expected be then finished: the 
oficers and a will be entitled to} contract for the superstructure of the 
share in the distribution. main building will be made in the 
autumn and will extend over about four 
(dnswer.) 1 am advised that no| years. The penalties under the two 
prize money was, in fact, earned in| principal contracts already made are 
‘connection with the operations referred | £35 per week. —(Ofjice of Works.) 
toin the hon. Member’s (Question, and 
therefore the question of a distribution Civil Servants and the Coronation. 
does not arise. - (4dmiralty.) Me. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): To ask the First Commis- 
Coronation Functions — Accommodation | #0ner of Works whet er arrangements 
for Members. can be made under which retired civil 
CoLoNEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epp- | 8etvants will be granted the privilege of 
ing): To ask the First Commissioner of | Purchasing tickets which have been 
Works whether he will grant the use of issued to the Civil Service Departments 
Westminster Hall, on the 26th and 27th | for the purpose of affording members of 
June, for the purpose of providing the Civil Service opportunities for wit- 
luncheon and refreshment and accommo- | "essing the Coronation procession. 
dation for Members of Parliament and (Answer.) I have no control over the 
their friends. distribution of the tickets issued to the 
Civil Service Departments; but no pro- 
(dnswer.) 'f, as I understand, it is| vision can, I fear, be made for retired 
the general wish of the House that| civil servants independently of what may 
‘ncheonand refreshmentaccommodation | be afforded them by the Departments 
should be provided in Westminster Hall | in which they served.—(Office of Works.) 
‘or Members and their friends on the , 
“bth and 27th of June, I shall be pleased India —Thibet-Sikkim Frontier. 
0 grant the use of the hall for that Mr. WEIR: To ask the Under Secre- 
purpose. —(Office of Works.) tary of State for Foreign Affairs, seeing 
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that the boundary pillars which were put 
up on the Thibet-Sikkim frontier, in 
accordance with a treaty signed at | 
Darjeeling, have been destroyed by the | 
Thibetans, will he say whether any | 
correspondence has taken place on the | 


Questions. 


subject, and whether any steps will be | 


taken to secure the restoration of these 
boundary pillars. 


(Answer.) The answer to both the hon. 
Member’s Questions is in the affirmative. 
Whenever the political officer for Sikkim 
next proceeds along the frontier he will 
erect or restore boundary, pillars where 
necessary.—( Foreign Office.) 


Brussels Sugar Convention—Position of 
India. 


Sir SEYMOUR KING (fAiull, Central) : 


To ask the Secretary of State for India | 


whether his attention has been called to 
the statement made in a memorandum 
attached to a Bill laid before the German 
Reichstag referring to the abolition of 
sugar bounties consequent on the Brussels 
Convention ; whether, as alleged in this 
memorandum, an express undertaking 
was given by the British representatives 
at Brussels that British India will, in con- 
sequence of the abolition of bounties, 
abandon the differential treatment of 
sugar imported from Germany ; and, if 
so, whether the Indian Government was 
previously consulted in the matter and 
approved or disapproved the alleged 
undertaking. 


(Answer.) The position of India with 
regard to the Convention was the subject 
of several declarations made in the course 
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Medical Examination of Steamship 


Passengers Leaving Calcutta, 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India, in view of the fact that 
the shed in which passengers, leaving 
Caleutta by outward bound steamers, 
assemble for medical examination had 
been out of repair for several months 


prior to the 8th January last, and that 


passengers had to await the arrival of 
the medical officer for examination in 
the open street, will he ascertain whether 
the shed has yet been put in repair; and 
will he consider the expediency of taking 
| such steps as may be necessary to require 
the punctual attendance of the medical 
officer, especially in connection with the 
morning sailings. 


(Answer.) I have no knowledge of the 
allegations made by the hon. Member. 


‘I will bring them to the notice of the 


proper authority in India.—(Jndia Office.) 


Indian Criminal Law—Detention of 

Suspected Persons—Natu Brothers. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India, having regard to the 
fact that the Natu Brothers, of Poona, 
were arrested in July, 1897, on suspicion 
of being concerned in a murder case, 
| and kept in prison for a period of two 
years without being brought to trial, 
will he consider the expediency of intro- 
ducing legislation such as will extend to 
His Majesty’s subjects in India the right 
to be brought to trial within a reason- 
able period after arrest. 


of the Conference, and also of a final | 


declaration by the British Government 
which is embodied in the Final Protocol 
accompanying the Convention. The 
combined effect of these declarations is 
that the Government of India will adhere 


to the Convention if, after full considera- | 


tion, they think it advisable to do so. In 


(Answer.) The Regulation 25 of 1827, 
‘under which the Natu brothers were 
detained, is only applicable to the special 
class of cases set forth in that Regulation; 
and I do not propose to recommend any 
fresh legislation for the Amendment of 
that Regulation.—(Jndia Office.) 


accordance with the undertaking given | 


by His Majesty’s Government in the | 


Final Protocol the Convention has been 
forwarded for examination to the Govern- 
ment of India. Should India adhere to 
the Convention, its countervailing duties, 
as regards States which abolished their 
bounties in accordance with the Conven- 
tion, will necessarily be discontinued. 
The Government of India has been con- 
sulted throughout, and approved the 
arrangements that have been made.— 
(India Office.) 


Khairpur Native State. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he can lay upon 
the Table of the House any Papers 
relating to the Government of the 
Native State of Khairpur since the 
British Government placed at the dis 
posal of His Highness Mir Sir Fait 
Mahomed Khan the services of a native 
British officer, viz. Khan Bahadur 
Kadirdad Khan, C.IE., late Deputy 
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Collector of Nanshahro Sub-Division, to 
fill the office of Vazir to His Highness, 


for the purpose of assisting in the pro-| 


motion of the good government of the 


State of Khairpur; and, if not, will he) 
make inquiry as to the character of the | 


administration of Khairpur. 


(Answer.) I have received the annual 
Administration Reports of Khairpur and 
the favourable reviews passed upon them 
by the Government of Bombay. I find 
no reason for laying Papers on the Table, 
or for instituting any special inquiry in 
regard to the government of the State, 
and am satisfied that the Government 
of India and the local government are 


exercising the requisite supervision over 


its affairs.—(India Office.) 


Bengal-Nagpur Railway—Assault ona 

indu Clerk. 

Mr. SWIFT MAOGNEILL (Donegal, 
8.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether his attention has been 
called to the case in which the district 
traffic superintendent at Kharagpur 
was prosecuted for assault before the 
joint magistrate of Midnapur, by a 
Mahratta Brahmin clerk whom he had 
beaten; and, seeing that although the 
defendant admitted the assault the 
magistrate dismissed the case, will he 
ask the Government of Bengal to move 
fora revision of the case by the High 
Gourt ; and will he state what action 
he proposes to take with reference to the 
conduct of the magistrate. 


(dnswer.) I have to refer the hon. 
Member to my answer to the Question 
on the subject of the hon. Member for 
the Camborne Division, given on the 
6th inst., which was as follows :— 
“T have no official information on the 
subject, but I understand from the news- 
papers that the occurrence referred to 
has formed the subject of an enquiry in 
Court. I see no necessity for interfer- 


ing in the matter, which is entirely. 


within the competence of the local 


authorities. 


has been specially directed to the re 
currence of assaults of this kind.’’— 
(India Office.) 


{15 May 1902} 


I am also aware that the | 
ttention of the Government of India. 
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Indian Criminal Code—Native Jurors. 

| Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: To ask the 
Secretary of State for India, is he aware 
that, while not only any European 
British subject, but even any European 
or American, whether British subject 
‘or not, placed on trial before the High 
Courts in India, can claim to be tried 
by a jury consisting of not less than 
one-half of his own countrymen, no such 
| claim can be made by a native of India 
‘in a similar case. And, seeing that the 
|Indian National Congress has for some 
years past asked for a similar concession 
to the natives of the country, will he 
ask the Government of India to make 
suitable alterations in the Code of 
Criminal Procedure. 


Questions. 


(Answer.) [ am aware that the law 
is substantially as stated in the Question. 
The point raised was very fully con- 
sidered by the Legislative Council of the 
Governor General when the Criminal 
Procedure Code was last revised in 1898, 
and it was then pointed out that the law 
in respect of juries at trials before the 
High Courts has been uniform for over 
a century. No miscarriage of justice 
has ever, so faras I am aware, been 
alleged to result from the law as it 
stands in respect of the trial of natives 
by jury in High Courts, and as the jury 
panel of these Courts always includes 
a large number of native jurors, I 
believe that cases in which natives are 
accused are almost always, if not 
always, heard by a jury containing an 
adequate proportion of natives. 1 am 
not prepared to instruct the Government 
of India to make any alteration in the 
law.—(Undia Office.) 


Civil Service—Clerks in Comptroller’s 
epartment. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether the 
Comptroller and Auditor General has 
applied to that Department for per- 
mission to recruit the ranks of the 
higher division clerks in the Exchequer 
and Audit Department by means of men 
selected after passing a higher division 
(Class\1) examination; and, if so, what 
reason does the Comptroller and Auditor 
General give for applying for such 
| officers to superintend the audit of. 











363 Questions. {COMMONS} (Juestions. 364 


Public Accounts instead of men, ex- | 
aminers and second division clerks, who | 
have many years practical experience in 
the auditing ot these Public Accounts. 


( Answer.) The Comptroller and Audiior | 
General has applied to the Civil Service | 
Commissioners for two officers to be | 
selected by means of open competition | 
under Class | to fill impending vacancies | 
in the Directing Branch of his Depart- 
ment. This course is in accordance | 
with the Scheme under which his | 
Department is organised, and is in his 
opinion desirable in the interests of a 
Depart ment.—({7veasiry.) | 
| 
| 


Belfast Telegraphists Grievances. 
Mr. PATRICIX O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): | 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, | 
us representing the Postmaster General, | 
whether he is aware that a deputation | 
from the telegraph staif at Belfast 
asked permission to see the postmaster 
and surveyor on the 26th ultimo, and 
that in response to the postmaster’s 
request a statement of the matters com- | 
plained of was handed to the superin- | 
tendent of telegraphs on the 30th ultimo: | 
whether that statement has yet reached 
the postinaster, and whether the post- 
master has received thedeputation ; and, 
if not, what is the cause of the delay. 





(Answer.) Such an application was | 
made to the postmaster, but he asked for 
certain particulars to be furnished by 
the memorialists. When this is done he 
will receive the deputation.—( Post Office.) 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
is aware that a number of the male 
telegraphists at Belfast have complained 
to the postmaster and surveyor of being 
detained on overtime, and refused an 
opportunity to obtain refreshments after 
they had been on duty without food for 
irom five to six hours: whether he is 
aware that the work necessitating this 
detention was notified in the Post Office 
circulars and admitted of proper pro- 
vision being made therefor; and can 
he explain why two telegraphists are 
charged with insubordination and _ re- 
cominended for special punishment be- 
cause they protested against such 





detention and enforced fasting. 


(Answer.) The Postmaster General is 
assured that it is not the case that a 
number of telegraphists have complained, 
and been treated as alleged. Two 
telegraphists only were reported for 
objecting to overtime, and behaving in 
an insubordinate manner. The matter 
is still under investigation. I should 
add that the work necessitating this 
overtime, Which was not excessive, was 
due to sudden pressure for which 
previous provision could not be made.— 
(Post Offic e, ) 


G.P.0., East Central Section 
Extra Duty. 


Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton): To 


|ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 


representing the Postmaster General, if 
he is aware that the extra duty per- 
formed between 8 p.m. and midnight in 
the East Central Section, Geveral Post 
Otlice, amounting to 6,384 hours from 
15th January to 15th April last, de- 
volved almost entirely upon the sixty- 
one sorters attached to the 11.45 a.m. 
to 8 p.m. attendance, few other officers 
being available; and whether he will 
recommend an increase of twenty 
otlicers to the established staff of the 
section for the purpose of decreasing 
the amount of extra duty, and, in 
accordance with the recommendation 
of the Tweedmouth Committee, reduc- 
ing the number of auxiliary sorters, 
eighty of whom are employed on hali- 
time, from 5 to 9 p.m. in this section. 


(Answer.) The Postmaster General is 
aware of the cireumstances mentioned 
by the hon. Member. During the 
period referred to the extra duty 
averaged eight hours a week for each 
man. It is not of such a nature as to 
justify provision being made for it by 
an addition to the permanent staff, and 
the arrangement suggested would entail 
a serious waste of force.—(J’ost (jfice.) 


Post Office Sorters Overseers’ Class. 

Mr. BELL (Derby): To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent: 
ing the Postmaster General, whether, 
in carrying out the promise given mn 
answer to representations made by the 
London sorters in January 1901, that 
examiners of sorting should in future be 
of a higher grade than the sorters, all 
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the sorters performing this duty will 
be withdrawn; and whether, in filling 
up the vacancies of two overseers on 
this class in the Inland Letter Section. 
Mount Pleasant, the senior officers on 
the acting overseers list willing to 
undertake the duties will be appointed, 
and not the junior officers who have, 
been performing the duties of examiners | 
of sorting, as in all cases these officers 
are over 800 down the sorters’ list for 
promotion. 


(Answer.) All the sorters performing 
the duty in question have been with-, 
drawn, and all the vacancies on the | 
overseers’ cass have already been} 
filled.—(Post Office.) 


| missioners for a scheme ; 
/has aecordingly been drafted by them, 


Scotch Crofting Counties—Medical 

flicers, 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord Advocate 
ii the Secretary for Scotland will grant | 
a Return showing the names of the | 
parishes in each of the six crofting 
counties in which the parochial medical 
oificer has been dismissed by the Parish 
Council within the last seven years ; the | 
Return to distinguish cases where a' 
cause for dismissal was assigned from | 
cases where no such cause was assigned. | 

(Answer.) The Secretary for Scotland 
will be prepared to grant the Return) 
proposed by the hon. Member.—(Scottish 
Ufjice. ) 

| 


Llansadwrn (Sarmarthenshire) Charities. | 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: To 
the hon. Member for the ‘Tonbridge 
Division of Kent, as Charity Commis- 
sioner, whether his attention has been 
called to tae Report of the Assistant- 
Charity Commissioner, Mr. Marchant 
Williams, for the parish of Llansadwrn, 
Carmarthenshire, dated the 24th April, 
1899, in which, on page 6, it is stated 
that under Cornwallis’s Charity the poor of 
Llansadwrn have only received from 1794 
to 1898 £5 7s. 6d. per annum instead of 
the following sums, to which they were 
entitled and which could have been paid 
them from the Charity, viz.: £7 9s. 7d. 
perannum trom 1794 to 1829 ; £7 18s. 2d 
per annum from 1829 to 1874 ; £7 11s. 1d. 
per annum from 1874 to 1888 ; £7 4s. 5d. 
per annum from 1888 to 1898: and 
whether he will take steps to recover for 
the poor of Llansadwrn the difference 
between what has been paid daring these 
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years, and also for 1899 and 1900, 
amounting to about £240, and to ensure 
in future the correct amount of £7 4s. 3d. 
per annum being paid. 


(Answer.) The Commissioners duly 
considered the Report to which the 
Question refers, and, on the 5th May, 
1900, they ealled upon the trustees for 
explanations, and required them to make 
application for a scheme to regularise the 
administration of the charity. In default 
of such an application, the Commissioners, 
onthe 24th August, 1900, certified the case 
to the Attorney General under the 
provisions of Section 20 of The Charitable 
Trusts Aet, 1853. Thereupon the 
trustees made application to the Com- 
and a scheme 


and is now under consideration. Before 
finally settling the scheme the Commis- 
sioners will again carefully consider the 
particular matters to which the Question 
refers.—(Churity Commission.) 


Education Department—Statistical 

eport. 

Sir HENRY FOWLER: To ask the 
Vice - President of the Committee of 
Council on Education when the Abstract 
containing the Statistics of the Report of 
the Education Department will be 
circulated. 


( Answer.) The Blue-book referred to has 
been in the printers’ hands for two 
months. I hope it will be ready for 
circulation shortly.—( Board of Education.) 


Elementary School Teachers —Case of 
Mrs. Morgan, of Worcester. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): To 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
of Council on Edueation whether his 
attention has been called to the case ot 
Mrs. M. E. Morgan, whose work as 
mistress of St. Michael’s Infant School, 
Broadway, Worcester, has received 
favourable comment from His Majesty's 
inspectors, who has been dismissed, with- 
out assigned reasons, by the managers of 
the school; and, whether, considering 
that Mrs. Morgan is nearly sixty four 
vears of age, is unable to obtain a 
disablement allowance, is left without 
occupation or means of subsistence at so 
advanced an age, :nd cannot enjoy a 
superannuation allowance until September, 
1903, he will cause representations to be 
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made to the managers of the school upon | 
this treatment of the teacher, and_ 
particularly upon her dismissal, without | 
assigned cause, at a date comparatively 
near the date of her superannuation. 


Questions. 





(Answer.) No information on the matter | 
referred to in the Question has reached the | 
Board of Education. As the hon. Member 
is aware, the Board of Education have no | 
power to interfere in the dismissal of | 


teachers by managers of public elementary | 


schools.—( Board of Education.) 


Admiralty Contracts—Thames 
Ironworks Company. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar); To ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether the Thames 
Iron Works was successful in its tender 
for a man of-war or a cruiser from among 
the ships recently put out to contract by | 
the Admiralty ; and, if not, what was the | 
reason that it did not receive an order. 


(Answer.) The tenders of the Thames 
Ironworks Company were not accepted 
because other tenders reached the 
Admiralty at the same time, the terms of 
which were more advantageous to the 
public service than those of the Thames | 
lronworks Company.—( Admiralty.) 


Early Irish Statutes. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the early 
Irish statutes, mentioned in the last 
Reports of the Irish deputy keepers, are 
in course of printing ; and whether they 


will be published. 


: Some difficulty was experi- 
enced in connection with the supply of 
suitable type for printing the text of the 
statutes, but this has been overcome and 
the work is now ia hand. The volumes 
will be published without unnecessary 
delay.—(Lrish Office.) 


(Answer.) 


Irish National School Teachers—Case of 
M. O'Grady, Gortgill, Antrim. 

Mr. WILLIAM M‘KILLOP (Sligo, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether all the 
cases reserved by the Commission of 
National Education (Lreland) for special 
consideration have been dealt with; and, 
if so, what has been the result in the case | 
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of Michael O'Grady, the principal teacher 
of Gortgill National School, County 
Antrim. 


(Answer.) The cases reserved for special 
consideration have been dealt with. {pn 
the case of Mr. O’Grady no increase can 
be given except as provided for uncer 
Rules 10 and 11.—(/rish Office.) 


Irish Fisheries. 

| Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
'of Ireland whether he can state the 
| number and names of the boats used by 
the Government for the protection of 
the coast fisheries of Ireland, and whether 
he can also say where they are at present 
stationed. 


(Auswer.) The steam cruiser ‘“ Helga,” 
the property of the new Department, 
and the ‘‘Granuaile,” the property of 
the Congested Districts Board, which is 
occasionally placed at the disposal of the 
Department for the purpose. These 
vessels are employed solely in Irish 
waters, but are not stationed at fixed 
points.—(Jrish Office.) 


Irish Poor Law Inspector—Mrs. Dickie, 

Dr. MACDONNELL (Queen's Co., 
Leix): To ask the Chief Secretary tothe 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that Mrs. Maria Dickie has been 
appointed to the position of lady in- 
spector of boarded-out children of Irish 
Unions by the Local Government Board; 
will he state whether any of the Local 
Boards were consulted as to this appoint- 
ment; and, in view of the fact that the 
religion to which the majority of these 
children belong is Roman Catholic, will 
he say to what religious persuasion this 
lady belongs, and what experience she 
has enabling her to perform the duties of 
the office. 


(Answer.) Mrs. Dickie has been ap- 
pointed to the position mentioned. The 
appointment of such an officer wasstrongly 
urged by an influential deputation re 
ceived by me in January last. The 
deputation was representative of philan- 
thropic associations and of many mem- 
bers of Poor Law Boards. I had no 
information as to the lady’s religion 
when she was appointed, nor did I make 
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inquiry into the matter. I now under- | 
is not a. 


stand, however, that she 
Roman Catholic. She is highly quali- 
fied for the post, having had considerable 


experience of Poor Law work in England 
other necessaries; whether he can give 
As in-| 


and of relief administration in connec- 
tion with the Factories Acts. 
spector of boarded-out children she will 
have to work amongst Protestant Ladies’ 


Roman Catholic Committees elsewhere. 
—(Irish Office.) 
Clothing Factory, Pimlico— 

_ bye f of Exits, Etc. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
To ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether, seeing the incon- 
venience to the workers in the Royal 
Army Clothing Factory, Pimlico, caused 
by the north gate being closed when the 
men leave for dinner, and seeing that 
about 60 per cent. of the women 
workers leave the depot by the south 


gate, and that the men’s dinner hour is | 


twelve o'clock, that of the women being 
12.15, he will consider the advisability 
of opening the north gate for the men. 


(Answer). I would refer the hon. 
Member to the answer already given to 
this Question,’ to which I have nothing 
to add.—(Var Office.) 


Captain NORTON: To ask the 
Financial ‘Secretary to the War Office 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to the state of the roof of the hall in 
which the Women work in the Royal 
Army Clothing Factory, Pimlico, which 
lets in the rain, causing water to lie in 
pools on the floor of the pressing room ; 
and whether he will see that the 
necessary repairs are executed without 
delay. 


(Answer.) The roof of the hall is in 
good condition. ‘lhe pressing shed 
where the women work is not in the 
hall, and its roof is in good condition. 
Recently the gutters overflowed through 


a temporary block; they have been. 


overhauled and cleared out.—( Var Office.) 


‘St. Helena Garrison—Water Supply, 
Sanitation, etc. 


Mr. LAURENCE HARDY (Kent, 
Ashford): To ask the Secretary for War 


{15 May 1902} 


and whether he will take 
Visiting Committees in Ulster as well as | 
'and milk and other necessaries shall be 
_ provided. 





| See preceding Volume, page 424. 
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whether he is aware that the garrison of 
St. Helena is suffering from an epidemic 
of enteric fever which has been caused 
by a failure of the water supply and by 
deficiency in the supply of milk and 


Questions. 


statistics as to the cases of enteric fever 
amongst the British troops in the island ; 
immediate 
steps to secure that a good water supply, 


(Answer.)¢There were ninty-eight cases 
of enteric fever among the garrison at 
St. Helena on the 9th May. No report 
has reached me of the failure of the 
water supply or deficiency, in the milk 
supply or other necessaries. Supplies of 
tinned milk and medical comforts have 
always been available there, and every 
possible precaution is being taken.— 
(War Office.) 


Army Criminal Statistics. 

Mr. HAY: Toask the Secretary of State 
for the Home; Department if he will state 
the number of soldiers now undergoing 
punishment in the local and convict 
prisons of the United Kingdom. 


(Answer.) 712; but this number 
includes soldiers convicted of ordinary 
criminal offences by civil courts.— 
(Home Office.) 


Army—Committals for False Attestation 
on Enlistment. 

Mr. HAY: To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he will state the number of prisoners 
now in local and convict prisons in the 
United Kingdom who have been com- 
mitted for false attestation on enlistment ; 
and whether he will take steps whereby 
the merits of each case could be investi- 
gated, with a view to a recommendation 
being made to the proper authorities 
that the most deserving should be re- 
leased or handed over to the military 
authorities, or will he explain why this 


| cannot be done. 


— (Answer.) 153. I am afraid it would 
| be impossible for me to select a special 
| class of offenders and inquire into all the 
| circumstances of their convictions. If 
| in any particular case any representation 
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for a remission of sentence is made to 
me on grounds stated it will be carefully 
considered.— (//oie Offiv e.) 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South Africa—Extension of Natal 
Boundaries. 

Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury): 
1 beg to ask the Secretary of State tor 
the Colonies whether, in view of the 
proposed incorporation of certain portions 
ot the Transvaal Colony with the self- 
governing Colony of Natal, he can state 
whether it is proposed to take steps to 
ensure the representation of the white 
population of the acquired territory in 
the Natal Legislature; and, further, 
whether he can state the date at which 
the transfer of territory will take place. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): A Bill providing 
for the annexation of the new territory 
has, I understand, been just passed by 
the Natal Legislature. A clause of the 
Bill provides for franchise rights equal 
to those accorded to the present inhabi- 
tants of Natal. As to the date at which 
the transfer of territory will actually 
take place, | can give no information at 
present. 


Censorship. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushelifie): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for Warwhether all letters and other 
documents passing in the mails to and 
tron. South Africa, and all telegraphic mes- 
sages sent to or from that country, are 
subject to military censorship in South 
Africa: who is the chief official of the 
censorship department: who are his 
principal assistants, and in what ports 
or places do they perform their functions ; 
and are the mail steamers arriving at or 
leaving British South African ports 
boarded by military officials for the 
purpose of examining and searching 
passengers and their luggage. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
All private letters and telegrams passing 
into and out of South Africa are subject 
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to censorship. The chief censor is Major 
Trench, R.A. ; the names of his present 
assistants have not been communicated 
to us. Major Trench is at Army head. 
quarters ; other censors are at the coast 
towns and all important inland places, 
Mail steamers are boarded by the staff 
of the Embarkation Staff Officer. It is 
not known how far they examine pas- 
sengers’ luggage, but we have had no 
complaints. 


Convict Prisons—Civil and Military 
Prisoners. 

Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8.W)): 
I wish to ask the Home Secretary a 
Question of which I have given him 
private notice. There is a printed 
answer in the Votes,+ which states in 
reply tothe Question whether there is 
any distinction in the treatment in 
convict and local prisons between soldiers 
sentenced to penal servitude for military 
offences and criminals sentenced by a 
civil Court for the worst offences—that 
“the rules for carrying out of sentences 
of penal servitude do not differentiate 
between different classes of convicts, 
except in so far as a convict may be 
placed in the star class.” I wish to ask 
the Home Secretary whether this answer 
refers to all soldiers, no matter what the 
nature of their offence may be. We 
have had repeated assurances given by 
the right hon. Gentleman, as well as by 
the Secretary for War, that soldiers 
convicted of offences against military law 
of the warshould be kept separate. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member's 
Question is altogether contrary to the 
spirit of the new Rules. The hon. 
Member is referring to a Question which 
has been answered in print. He may 
put down a Question on the subject in 
the ordinary way, but cannot ask a 
supplementary Question upon the printed 
answer 


Mr. GALLOWAY: I  respectiulls 
submit that I have « nly done so because 
the answer indicates an entire reversal 
of the policy repeatedly announced by 
the right hon. Gentleman and _ tl 
Secretary of State for War. 





+ See page 175. 
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*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcuig, Croydon): Perhaps the House 
will permit me to answer the Question, 
because this is a matter of some import- 
ance. I think the answer on the printed 
paper is, perhaps, somewhat short, and 
might have been more explanatory. As 
regards the second part of the Question, 
the assurances given have referred 
entirely to soldiers not sentenced to be 
discharged the Army, and who are to 
return to the colours ; such soldiers are 
kept separate from the ordinary criminal, 
and wear a different dress. It is not 
the offence but the sentence of discharge 
which places the prisoner in the same 
category as regards treatment in prison 
as the criminal, and all sentences of penal 
servitude carry discharge. ' 


War Office Contracts—Officers’ Helmets. 


Captain NORTON; I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War, if he 
can say whether a contractor named 
Louis Silberston, who was imprisoned 
in 1899 for attempting to bribe the 
police officials in connection with a 
contract for the supply by him of 
police helmets, is, notwithstanding, now 
upplying helmets to the officers of 
certain infantry battalions, and is, 
moreover, still indirectly connected with 
the War Office contracts for helmets 
and caps. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Officers are not 
supplied with helmets by the War 
Department. Silberston was removed 
from the War Office list of contractors, 
and there is no information to show 
that the Department is dealing with 
any firm in which he has interest, 
pecuniary or otherwise. 


Captain NORTON: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman not aware that officers 
commanding regiments usually give 
instructions to officers as to where 
they shall purchase their helmets, and 
is it not the fact that in many battalions 
the officers are now getting helmets 
from this man ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am _ not re- 
sponsible for any suggestion which 
may be made by commanding officers 
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to the other officers, nor am I responsible 
as to where an officer chooses to purchase 
any portion of his uniform. 


Galashiels Army Contracts. 

Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War, whether his attention ha 
been called to a correspondence 
between the secretary of the Gala- 
shiels Textile Factory Workers’ Union 
and the Director of Army Contracts 
on the subject of the rate of 
wages paid by Messrs. William Brown 
and Sons, Wilderband Mills, Gala- 
shiels, to workers employed on 
Army contract goods; whether he is 
aware that this firm have reduced the 
wages on Government work by about 
12} per cent.; and whether the Depart- 
ment proposes to take any steps to 
rectify this alleged contravention of the 
conditions applicable to Government 
orders, and to put a stop to the injury 
done to the workmen by such a 
contravention. 


Mr. BRODRICK: This matter has 
been carefully considered, and it is held 
that the contract conditions have not 
been infringed by the firm. 


New Budget Pro + liana and Grain 
ties. 

Mr. KEARLEY: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, having 
regard to the fact that the Finance Bill 
as circulated does not contain in ihe 
Schedule a complete list of articles upon 
which the new corn and grain duties are 
being levied, whether he will lay upon 
the Table of the House an exact copy of 
the official list as circulated by the 
Customs authorities. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or tur EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu., 
Bristol, W.): All the articles on which 
the duties are being levied are included 
in the Schedule. 


Motor Cars—Speed Regulations. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON , Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether he is 
aware that motor cars in and around 
London frequently travel at rates of 
speed in excess of that allowed by 


O 
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regulation ; and whether he will instruct 
the police to put the law strictly into 
operation against such offenders; and 
whether he will also order every motor 
car to be distinctly numbered so as to 
secure prompt and effective identifica- 
tion. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Strict orders have 
been given to the police in respect to the 
infringement of the law by motor-cars, 
and prosecution will follow in all cases 
where possible; but doubtless the hon. 
Member is aware of the very great 
difficulty that exists in estimating 
correctly—or even approximately—the 
pace at which a motor-car is travelling. 
As regards the numbering of the cars 
the matter is one in which I have no 
authority to make any order. 


Questions. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON : Can the right 
hon. Gentleman say under whose 
jurisdiction this particular question of 
the numbering is placed ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: If any one has any 
power in the matter it would be the 
President of the Local Government 
Board, but I doubt very much whether, 
under the existing legislation, he has 
any power. 


‘Trans-Atlantic Shipping Combination. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD 
(Woolwich): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether he is 
aware of any option or contract existing 
giving the American Combine the right 
to take over the shares or fleet of the 
Cunard Company ; and, if not, whether 
he will take steps to ascertain the facts 
of the case. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GerRALD BALrFour, Leeds, 
Central): I have reason to believe that 
no such option or contract exists. 


Telegraph Messengers—Drill Arrange- 
ments. 


Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Haggers- 
ton): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether in the telegraphic and 
postal service the boys’ brigades were, 
upon their formation, provided with 
imitation guns; whether they are now 
armed with real guns; and, if s0, 
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whether the Board of Education or the 
War Office supplies the guns and pays 
the drill sergeant for his services ; how 
many hours per week the boys are 
engaged in military drill; and whether 
they receive any extra pay for the time 
they are so engaged. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The tele 
graph messengers attached to the larger 
post offices are regularly trained in 
simple drill and physical exercises, but 
they are not formed into Brigades. It 
does not appear that imitation guns have 
ever been used in this training. The 
older boys carry disused carbines, of 
which the strikers have been removed, 
The younger 
boys use sticks when performing physical 
exercises. As a rule, the instruction is 
given by the Post Office Inspectors of 
Messengers, or other Post Office servants. 
Occasionally, Military Instructors are 
employed, but they are paid by the 
Post Office. Each boy is drilled for an 
hour once a week, or at rather longer 
intervals, during the drill season, from 
the Ist of March to the 30th of November. 
The boys are paid for the time occupied 
by their attendance at drill. 


Military Drill in Public Elementary 

chools. 

Mr. CREMER: I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education if he will lay upon the 
Table of the House a copy of the joint 
circular recently issued by the Board of 
Education and the War Office in regard 
to the teaching of military drill in public 
elementary schools ; and if he will state 
what authority these departments possess 
to act in concert upon the subject. 


§ “Een? ia 4 

THE VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir Jonx 
Gorst, Cambridge University) : A copy 
of the model course of military training 
for use in the upper departments of 
Public Elementary Schools was yesterday 
presented to Parliament. It is, a 
appears on its face, issued Ly the Board 
of Education only, under their general 
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ronation— Arrangements for 

” OMrombers of Parliament. 

CotoneL LONG (Worcestershire, Eve- 
ham): I beg to ask the First Commis- 
gsoner of Works whether he can arrange 
with the Commissioner of Police that 
Members of Parliament living west of 
Westminster Abbey shall be allowed on 
the 26th and 27th June to drive by 
Chelsea Embankment, Grosvenor Road, 
and Abingdon Street to the public 
entrance of the House of Commons; 
those going to the Abbey to walk 
through the path between St. Margaret’s 
and the Abbey, and those going to the 
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varies from sixty-five to seventy per 
week in summer, and somewhat less 
during the remainder of the year. Un- 
married warders are required to remain 
within the precincts of the prison for 
the same number of hours, and also 
every night. It is not obligatory to 
remain on the premises during the inter- 
val between day and night duty. 


Treatment of Irish Political Prisoners. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether in framing the new 
prison rules it is proposed to make 


House of Commons stand, on showing | arrangements by which prisoners con- 
their tickets, to pass through West-|victed under the operations of the 
ninster Hall and New Palace Yard to| Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) 
the corner gate and be allowed by the, Act will be treated in a different manner 
police to cross to the stand opposite up | from prisoners convicted under the ordin- 
to some named hour; and will he also | ary law 5 and whether copies of the 
arrange that the carriages of Members of | altered prison rules have been supplied 
Parliament should be parked in New to the prisoners at present serving their 
Palace Yard. sentences. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: All prisoners in 
Ireland are being classified as in Eng- 
land; but prisoners cannot be treated 
as a Separate class on the ground that 

ee they have been convicted under a par- 
Members, and have entered into Com ticular statute. Prisoners are not 
munication with the Commissioner of |“. we lik all ee 
Police on the subject, and have asked | ontenee. te eagles ah Mie: anes, Sut. am 


: > ¢ abstract of the regulations relating to 
_— consider these suggestions in due the treatment of prisoners is posted up 


in each cell. The hon. Member for East 

' , (4 . . Mayo having recently made inquiries on 
tage eel ho Ral easelians the subject, I find that he was allowed 
? P to exercise by himself in Dundalk prison 
Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I do not i2 1888. This was done on medical 


think that is possible. But it does not grounds; he was in hospital. It is 
aa with ae. within the discretion of the governor 
to allow any prisoner of any class to 
Irish Prison Warders—Hours of Duty. exercise by himself or to allow several 
Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I beg to | Prisoners of the same class to exercise 
sk the Chief Secretary to the Lord| With each other and apart from the 
lieutenant of Ireland whether he can | Test of the class. 
tate what are the number oi hours on ss 
duty per week of the warders in the Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Has the 
eal prisons in Ireland, such as Sligo, @ttention of the right hon. Gentleman 
Galway, and Castlebar; and in the case | been called to the fact that there was a 
if unmarried warders can he state how | 8°etal regulation applying toall prisoners 
nany hours are they obliged to remain | convicted under the Coercion Act that 
rithin the precincts of the prison each they should wear their own clothes and 
week, | not be exercised with other prisoners ? 


Taz CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE-| Mr. WYNDHAM: The rule as 
[AND (Mr. WynpHaM, Dover): Under | to wearing their own clothes was af- 
ordinary circumstances the number of | fected by a general change in the 
hours for duty in the prisons named | prison regulations which authorised all 


02 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. AKERS Doug.as, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s) : I shall be happy to do | 
what | can for the convenience of hon. 
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prisoners, whether convicted under 
that or any other statute, to wear their 
own clothes if there was no reason for 
making them wear prison dress. There 
was no general regulation that prisoners 
under the Crimes Act should be treated 
as a separate class. The hon. Member 
himself was afforded certain privileges, 
which it was in the discretion of the 
governor to confer. 


Mr. TULLY: Why were alterations 
against the Coercion Act prisoners made 
in the new rules issued the other day ? 


é 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The rules have 

been altered to bring them into line 

with the rules in force in English 
prisons. 


Illegal Fishing off the Irish Coast. 

Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
made application to the Admiralty for 
gunboats to assist in preventing illegal 
fishing off the coasts of Ireiand; if so, 
what has been the result of such applica- 
tion ; whether he is aware that for years 
the Admiralty have placed gunboats at 
the disposal of the Scotch fishery author. 
ities for the protection of the Scotch 
fisheries; and, if so, whether he has 
pressed that fact on the attention of the 
Admiralty. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
providing additional protection to the 
[rish fisheries against the depredations 
of trawlers is engaging attention, and 
an inter-Departmental correspondence on 
the subject is in progress. Under the 
circumstances, I would ask the hon. 
Member to defer the Question until after 
the holidays. 


Mr. POWER: I should like to point 
out to the right hon. Gentleman that at 
present the Admiralty does nothing for 
the Irish fisheries, although they place 
gunboats at the disposal of the Scottish 
Fishery Board. The “ Helga” and the 
“Granuaile,” the only vessels in Irish 
waters, are provided out of Irish funds. 


Annaghmore Riots. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
any objections to stating how many of 
the rioters at Annaghmore, county 
Armagh, have been identified; and 
whether he will ascertain from the 
Roman Catholic clergymen and leading 
Roman Catholic laymen in the district 
their views as to the urgent necessity for 
the re-establishment of the police 
barracks. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [ have nothing to 
add to the replies given to the previous 
Questions of the lst and 2nd instant on 
the same subject. + 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Whom has the 
right hon. Gentleman consulted ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Those who by ex- 
perience are best qualified to judge. 


| Mr. MACVEAGH rose to put another 
| Question. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! ‘Ihe 


Question on the Paper has been answered. 


Irish Evictions and Eviction Notices. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
| tenantof Ireland whether his attention has 
| been called to the Returns of evictions 
'and eviction notices in Ireland for the 
quarter ended 31st March last; and 
| whether, in view of the fact disclosed 
by these Returns, viz., that 536 eviction 
|notices were filed under Section 7 of 
the Land Act of 1887 for the three 
'months named, he will consider the 
| advisability of introducing a clause into 
‘the new Bill, repealing or modifying 
| Section 7. 





Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory): 
_At the same time, may I ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
| Ireland, having regard to the fact that. 
_as shown by the Parliamentary Retum, 
| 536 tenancies, as well as sub-tenancies 
| depending on them, have been deter 
mined during the three months ending 
|3lst March last, by ejectment notices 
‘forwarded through the post, under 
|Section 7 of the Land Law (lIreland) 
| Act, 1887, whether, pending the passing 


. , a - 
| See preceding Volume, pages 445 and 57. 
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of the Land Bill into law, the Govern- 
ment propose taking any steps to 
suspend this mode of eviction in Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
notices under Section 7 was 536, as 
stated. The number of actual evictions 
in the same period was 69. The effect 
of a notice being to determine the 
tenancy, the tenant must redeem before 
he can apply to have a fair rent fixed. 
Such redemptions are, it is believed, 
frequent, and it is not correct to assume, 
as is often done, that the tenant is dis- 
possessed of all rights in his holding. It 
is not proposed to legislate in the 
direction suggested. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that over 2,000 of these 
notices were served last year, and that 
the practical effect is to convert the 
tenant into a caretaker ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
Can the right hon. Gentleman tell the 
House the number of the notices served 
under the Act of 1887 and the number 
of redemptions ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think the number 
terved is already within the purview of 
the House, but I do not see how it is 
possible to arrive at the number of 
redemptions. 


Irish Law Officers and Private Practice. 
Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
(ireen) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, 
having regard to the fact that, under 
the provisions of Section 28 (B) of the 
Municipal Elections (Corrupt and Illegal 
Practices) Act of 1884 applied to Irish 
ocal governmnent elections under the 
Act of 1898, the Attorney General for 
Ireland is bound to be represented at 
the trial of a municipal election petition 
by a barrister or solicitor of not less 
than ten years standing, will he state 
whether the barrister who, at the hear- 
ing of the recent election petitions in 
Arran Quay Ward, Dublin, where cor- 
Tupt practices were alleged on both sides, 
represented the Attorney General is a 
tnster of ten years standing. 


‘15 May 1902} 








382 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
is under a misapprehension. The Act of 
Parliament was strictly complied with. 
The Chief Crown Solicitor, Sir Patrick 
Coll, a solicitor of much more than ten 
years standing, appeared for and repre- 
sented the Attorney General at the hear- 
ing of the Petition. Owing to the many 
demands, however, on Sir Patrick Coll’s 
time, it is sometimes necessary for him 
to instruct counsel to assist him, and in 
such cases the selection of the counsel 
rests with him. To the counsel so 
selected the provisions as to standing 
have no application. Nothing, however, 
will thereby be added to the liability of 
the County Council, as the proper and 
usual legal cost and expenses will only be 
charged against them. 


(Juestions. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that twice 
within the last few weeks the Solicitor 
General for Ireland has been absent from 
Ireland and has failed to discharge the 
duties of his office in that country owing 
to his appearance as counsel before Com- 
mittees of the House of Commons; and, 
seeing that Law Officers of the Crown in 
England, having regard to their position 
as Ministers of the Crown, do not appear 
before such Committees, even when they 
do not sit for constituencies in the 
House of Commons, will steps be taken 
to assimilate in this respect the practice 
regulating the conduct of the Law 
Officers of the Crown in Ireland to the 
practice in England 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Solicitor 
General for Ireland, unlike the Solicitor 
General for England, is permitted to take 
private practice. I cannot admit that 
he has failed to discharge his duties, but 
it is true that on one occasion he, owing 
to an unforeseen clashing of dates, 
appeared in England whilst a case for 
the Crown was proceeding in Ireland. 
The selection of private cases in which 
he may elect to appear rests within the 
discretion of the Solicitor General. I am 
sure that in exercising that discretion 
he will in future avoid even the appear- 
ance of conflict between his private 
practice and public duties. It is not 
proposed to assimilate the conditions of 
tenure and salary of this office to those 
of the Solicitor General for England. 
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Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
directed to the case of R. 7. Lynam, in 
which an application was made on the 
part of the Crown to the King’s Bench 
Division of the High Court of Justice in 
Ireland that the defendant should give 
bail to be of good behaviour, and to the 
comments of the Lord Chief Justice of 
Ireland on the absence of both the Law 
Officers of the Crown; whether he is 
aware that Mr. Solicitor General for 
Ireland, who, according to practice, re- 
presents Mr. Attorney General for Ire- 
land in Crown cases in. which that 
official is unavoidably absent, was, at 
the time of the hearing of the case! 
mentioned, engaged as counsel in_his| 
private capacity before a Committee of | 
the House of Commons; and whether 
the Irish Government will in future 
direct that the primary attention of the 
Law Officers of the Crown in Ireland 
should be devoted to the duties of their 
ottices. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. That is 
the case to which I referred in reply to 
the previous Question. I cannot accept 
the version given of the Lord Chief 
Justice’s remark. There is no occasion 
for, or need of, the direction suggested. 


Mallow Police and Public Meetings. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state by whose 
direction, and under what authority, 
a police sergeant called on the proprietor 
of the Hibernian Hotel, Mallow, last 
Wednesday, prior to the holding of a 
public meeting to be addressed from the 
windows of the hotel in connection with 
the forthcoming election for district 
councillors, and warned him that if any 
speeches were so delivered the renewal 
of his licence would be opposed; will 
he state whether it is intended to 
stitute proceedings against any one 
of the speakers for language used at 
the meeting; and, seeing that it is the 
ordinary practice to address public meet- 
ings of electors from hotel windows 
during contested elections, will instruc- 
tions be given to the police in Mallow 
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not to interfere with the holding of such 
meetings during the further progress 
of this election. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There has been no 
interference with meetings addressed 
from the windows of this hotel, nor 
is it intended to take proceedings against 
any of the speakers. Language of a 
reprehensible kind was used by some 
of the speakers, directed against local 
magistrates. The police merely gave 
notice to the owner lest he might 
be unwittingly betrayed into allowing 
licensed premises so to be used that 
they would feel justified in opposing 
the renewal of his licence. 


Navigation Laws. 

Sir F. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, having 
regard to the effect of the Atlantic 
Shipping Combination, he has considered 
the desirability of re-enacting the navi- 
gation laws. 


Tue F]RST LORD or THe TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, E.): 
I cannot say that the subject of the 
Question has not been considered by the 
Government, but we certainly have no 
proposals to make at present to the 
House in the direction of re-enacting the 
navigation laws. 


Hire of Transports. 

Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will state how many vessels 
included in the recent North Atlantic 
Shipping Combine have been employed 
directly or indirectly for the transport of 
troops, stores, horses, or mules by the 
English Government or by any of the 
Colonial Governments during the present 
war ; and, in the event of these ships or 
any of them passing under the direct 
control of a Foreign Power, what steps 
the Government propose to take to obtain 
transports that would be available by 
this country under similar circumstances 
in the future. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I understand that 
twenty-one transports on time have been 
chartered, besides eleven freight ships for 
conveyance of troops and horses and 
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stores exclusively employed for a specified 
voyage from companies which have joined 
the combination. 


Steamship Subsidies Committee—Private 
Bill Procedure Committee—Committee 
on Arrangement of the Estimates. 

Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, whether he can now make any 
statement as to the reappointment of the 
Select Committee on Steamship Subsidies. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it will 
be desirable that an evening sitting, early 
in the week after we return should be 
devoted to the appointment of this Com- 
mittee and of two other Committees which 
have been promised by the Government, 
and the reference to which I will put 
down before the holidays. One has 
regard to Private Bill Procedure. The 
other question is to consider whether any 
scheme is practicable for improving the 
machinery for looking into the details of 
Estimates, apart from policy. I will put 
down the references for the Tuesday or 
Wednesday evening after we return, 
putting steamship subsidies first. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, E.) : 
In what order will they be proposed? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Steamship 
Subsidies Committee first. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
adhere to the original terms of reference, 
or will he enlarge the scope of the 
Inquiry ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have con- 
sidered that question. On the whole I 
am disposed to think it is much better to 
leave the reference where it is, and to get 
the information which the Committee are 
in a position to give us as soon as possible. 
To alter the reference would necessarily 
increase the time the Committee must sit. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
With regard to the Committee on Private 
Bill Procedure, will the right hon. Gentle- 
man await its Report before making the 
sessional Orders Standing Orders? What 
will be the reference to it ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose that 
the reference to the Committee on Private 
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Bill Procedure shall not include any power 
of altering the arrangements we have 
made to take private business at the 
beginning of the evening sitting. 1 
consider that is fundamental; the 
House has decided the matter, and I do 
not intend to refer it to the Committee. 


Business of the House. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I have to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury what will be 
the business after Whitsuntide. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose tv 
take Supply on the Monday on whic: 
the House meets. At the afternoon 
sitting the Supply will be Class 4, 
the Education Estimates: and in the 
evening Class 5, the Consular and 
Diplomatic Votes. On Tuesday, the 27th, 
we shall begin the discussion in Commit- 
tee on the Finance Bill, and continue that 
from day to day. One of the evening 
sittings, on Tuesday or Wednesday, as | 
have already said, will be devoted, among 
other things, to the discussion of the 
three Committees, the references to 
which will be put on the Paper. 


Mr. CREMER: When is it proposed 
to again take the Loan Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I take it that 
the Committee stage of the Bill will be 
quite uncontroversial; as at present 
advised, I shall not take the Third Read- 
ing until we have disposed of the Com- 
mittee on the Budget. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): I should like it to be 
quite clear whether other Votes in Class 
5 as well as the Consular and Diplomatic 
Vote will be taken at the evening sitting 
of Monday week. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, I do not 
think there is any objection to that. 


West Indies Disaster—Government 
Relief Measures—Motion 
for Adjournment. 

Mr. DILLON: | beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he is now 
in a position to make a statement as to 
the measures which have been adopted 
by the Government for the relief of the 
people of Martinique and St. Vincent, 
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and whether his attention has been called 
to the precedent of the earthquake of 
Lisbon, on 24th November, 1755, when 
this House, on a message from the King, 
voted £100,000 to the relief of the 
sufferers by that disaster. 


BALFOUR: I am _ well 
I think it was 


Mr. A. J. 
aware of the precedent. 


in 1755. That is not a very recent date, | 


nor has it any very special relevance to 
the present subject. With regard to St. 
Vincent, the hon. Member will have 
noted that the Lord Mayor has consented 
to open a relief fund at the Mansion 
House. Canada, Jamaica, the neighbour- 
ing West India islands, and Mauritius 
have already given or promised help in 
money orin kind, and I do not doubt 
but that other colonies will be equally 
generous. In addition. the Governor has 
already been authorised to spend what he 
considersto be necessary and His Majesty’s 
Government, without naming at this 
moment any definite sum, are prepared 
to supplement the contributions from 
other sources to whatever extent may be 
deemed necessary, and to augment to 
that extent the small West India deficit 
grant which is annually voted by this 
House. I ought to add that in the above 
I have not taken account of the most 
sympathetic manner in which the United 
States Government have--to use their 
own language -— 

‘* Expressed their desire to share in the work 
of aid and rescue.” 

As to the exact manner in which this 
offer can best be accepted, the Governor 
of the Windward Islands is being con- 
sulted. With regard to Martinique, Lord 
Lansdowne, on May 12th, telegraphed to 
our Ambassador at Paris, to say that— 
“It wonld give His Majesty’s Government 
pleasure to affurd assis ance in any mant er 
which might be found convenient 10 the 
sufferers by the Martinique calamity. If we 
ean do this by the loan of medical officers, or 
by gift of snch supplies or medical comforts as 
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To- this the French Government have 
replied that they— 

“Accept with gratitude the offer of His 
Majesty’s Government to send provisions and 
wedieal comforts to Martinique from neigh. 
bouring British possessions,” 


Mr. DILLON: Do I understand that 
the Governor of the Windward Islands 
| has been authorised to expend public 
money to any extent he may think 
necessary? I would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman also to state whether that 
expenditure will apply both to Martinique 
and St. Vincent. [ think it would bea 
very unfortunate thing if a distinction 
were drawn. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In the nature 
of the case there must be a distinction 
drawn between our own colonies and the 
colonies of other countries. We are pre- 
pared, as I have said, to give assistance 
by the loan of medical officers, and the 
gift of medical comforts and of provisions, 
to the sufferers at Martinique. As re- 
gards the first question, the hon. Gentle- 
man has accurately interpreted the answer 
I gave. 


Mr. DILLON then rose in his place, 
and asked leave to move the Adjourn- 
ment of the House forthe pur ose of 
discussing a definite matter of urgent 
public importance, viz. 

“The refusal of the Government to take 
adequate s'eps to relieve the surviving inhabi- 
tants of Martinique.” 
but the pleasure of the House not 
having been signified, Mr. Speaker 
called on those Members who supported 
the Motion to rise in their places, and 
less than forty Members, but more than 
ten having, accordingly risen, and a 
division being claimed, 


(2.49.) Question put, “That leave be 
given to move that this House do now 
adjourn.” 
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Lundon, W. | 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
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(3.0.) Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said 
that perhaps he might be permitted to 
say, on the first occasion on which the 
Chairman of Committees had taken the 
Chair since his recent illness, that every 
Member of the Committee entertained a 
feeling of gratitude at his restoration to 
health, and on his being enabled to preside 
in his courteous manner over the Com- 
mittee once again. On the Vote before 
the Committee, he desired to move that 
it be postponed, for reasons which the 
Committee would at once see if they 
turned to page 6 of the Estimates. They 
were asked, in the form in which the 
Vote was presented, to vote a blank page 
which had always been accustomed to 
contain details of the salaries, wages, and 
allowances. They had heard from the 
hon. Member for Oldham and the hon. 
Member for Exeter during the week 
about the lack of control which the 
House exercised over public money ; and 
the presentation to the Committee of a 
blank page, with the request to vote 
public money, was remarkable evidence 
of that. He had taken the trouble to 
look up the Estimates for previous years, 
and he found that last year, for the first 
occasion for as many years as he had been 
able to look back, the Estimate was also 
presented in blank. No attention was 
called to it last year, as hon. Members 
considered that, owing to the recent 
decease of her late Majesty Queen 
Victoria, there might be reasons, as to 
which it was not desirable to inquire, why 
the Estimate was presented in that form. 
But the Estimate was now again presented 
in blank, and if the Committee did not 
refuse to pass it in that form, it might 
become a precedent, which might extend 
in many other directions. There were 
two funds voted by the Committee with- 
out particulars being supplied as to the 
manner in which the money was spent. 
One was the Civil List which was granted 
to His Majesty, and no details were 
required as to that, as it was for the 
King to spend it when and how he 
pleased. The second fund was what was 
called the Secret Service Fund, and for 
many years the House had been extremely 
jealous as to the amount of money 
allowed for that purpose, and it was 
one of the great principles of the House 
of Commons to watch it very carefully and 
jealously in order that the amount of secret 
service money should not increase too 
much. The Committee gladly passed 
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those two Votes without any account 
being required, but it was entirely 4 
novel proceeding, and he submitted a 
very dangerous one, to present a Vote 
to the House in the form of a complete 
blank. He trusted, therefore, that the 
Committee would support him in his 
Motion that the Vote be adjourned 
until the particulars had been placed 
on the Paper. He moved his Motion, 
in the first place, on pure principle, 
because he thought it was a matter in 
which the Committee should stand on 
its rights; and in the second place, 
because the Vote had increased during 
the last few years to a very serious 
extent. The total of the Vote before 
the Committee was 60 per cent. higher 
than the Vote for the same Department 
four years ago, and surely, therefore, 


it was a case in which particulars should 


be supplied before the Committee pro- 
ceeded to consider it. Lastly, he claimed 
that if the Government agreed to post- 
pone the Vote, they should undertake 
that it would not be guillotined at the 
end of the session, but that it should 
be bronght up when there would bea 
proper opportunity for considering it. 
He moved that the consideration of the 
Vote be adjourned. 


THe CHAIRMAN: I ecannot put the 


| motion in these terms, as it would bea 


quite unusual thing to do in Committee. 
Icould put the question that I report 
progress and ask leave to sit again, but 
then the debate would be confined to 
that Motion. Perhaps the better way 
would be for the Minister in charge to 
reply, and then if the hon. Member is 
not satisfied, he can remove to report 
progress. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER OF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DouG.as, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s) said the hon. Membr 
desired to postpone the Vote on two 
grounds. One was that full details of 
expenditure had not been given either 
in the present year or last year with 
regard to the items of expenditure, and 
the other was that there was a large 
increase in the Vote over what it was 
four years ago. The Estimate was pre 
sented in a slightly different form from 
that of last year, but there was no objec- 
tion taken to it by the Public Accounts 
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Committee. He could assure the hon. | necessary in consequence of the change 
Member that every detail which had of occupancy of the Throne and _ the 
been previously given appeared on the accession of His present Majesty. Those 
Estimate. If the hon. Member would | extra sums would disappear from the 
turn to pages 4 and 5 he would see all the Estimates in future years. They were 
details of expenditure under the various foreshadowed last year, he thought, by 
heads. The particulars as to the new/| his right hon. friend the Chancellor of 
works were contained in page 5. ‘the Exchequer in a statement to the 
| House, and his right hon. friend then 

Mr. WHITLEY said he referred to’ said that they would cover a period of 
item A—salaries, wages, and allowances. two years, because it was quite impos- 
sible to carry out the necessary work in 

Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said he/ one financial year. The hon. Member 
believed that these items were given in| might accept his assurance that the 
detail in no other Votes, but he would be | expenditure was abnormal, and that it 
glad to give the hon. Member any details was only connected with the accession of 
he required as to them. He could assure | His present Majesty to the Throne. He 
the hon. Member that there was no looked forward to the normal expendi- 
desire whatever, on the part of the|ture of £50,000 or £60,000 a year as 


Government or of his Department, to | 
keep any details from the criticism of | 
the House of Commons. He thought he | 
would have the Committee with him | 
when he stated that the Estimates in | 
Class 1 were more detailed than the 
Estimates of any other Department. He 
also wished to point out that the Votes 
for which he was responsible instead of 
being given in one Estimate, as was the 
case in many other Departments, were 
given under no less than eight Estimates. 
For instance the Vote for the Local 
Government Board, which was a very 
large service compared with the relatively 
small amount of money for which he 
was responsible, only appeared in one 
Estimate. Certainly, there was no in- 
tention on his part, or on the part of 
the Government, to withhold any in- 
formation from the Committee. Then 
with regard to the increase in the Vote, 
the hon. Member had taken the Com- 
mittee to a period four years ago. A 
great deal had taken place during the 
last two years, and the expenditure was 
undoubtedly higher than it was four 
years ago, but it was owing to one 
reason, and one reason only, and that was 
the accession to the Throne last year, 
and the large amount of money that 
had to be spent in connection with it. 
The amount of money taken last year, 
including Supplementary Estimates, was 
£104,600; this year there was a decrease 
ot £31,800, and although the Vote for 
£72,800 was higher than the normal 
Vote for the service, it was entirely 
accounted for by the extra expenditure 











likely to prevail in the future. Any 
hon. Member who had followed the Esti- 
mates for many years would admit that 
there was less variation in the amount 
of the Estimates in his Department than 
in any other Department. Naturally, 
there were public improvements to be 
carried out; but in a time of great 
stress it was natural that the Depart- 
ment connected with buildings, parks, 
and public spaces should go to the 
wall. But so far as the Votes for 
which he was personally responsible 
went, there had been during the last few 
years very little variation inthem. The 
variation in the Vote before the Com- 
mittee was, as he had already said, 
accounted for by the accession of His 
present Majesty and the necessary 
preparations which had to be made in 
the Royal Palaces. If the hon. Member 
withdrew his Motion, he would be quite 
prepared to give him full details of the 
extra expenditure. There was no desire 
to conceal anything in the Vote from 
the cognisance of the Committee; and 
he hoped the hon. Gentleman would be 
satisfied with the explanation he had 


given and allow the discussion to 
proceed. 
Mr. WHITLEY said the _ right 


hon. Gentleman had not realised the 
point which he had endeavoured to 
make. He did not question the amount 
of the Vote in any way. His complaint 
was that Item A, both this year and last, 
was presented in blank, which was not 
according to precedent. He had expected 
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the right hon. Gentleman to have said 
that that was due to an error on the 
part of the printers or somebody. This 
item was for salaries, wages, and allow- 
ances, and two years ago these Estimates 
contained a complete list of the officers 
who received the money; now it was 
presented in blank, and the Vote certainly 
ought not to be allowed to proceed until 
the particulars were before the House. 
He was not in any way protesting 
against the increase as suggested by the 
right hon. Gentleman, but simply to Item 
A being presented in blank. In order to 
raise the question he moved that the 
Chairman report progress and ask leave 
to sit again. 


THe CHAIRMAN pointed out that it 
would be more convenient if the hon. 
Gentleman moved a reduction, which 
would enable the whole matter to be 
discussed, rather than to report progress, 
which would restrict the discussion to 
this particular point. 


Mr. WHITLEY accepted the sugges- 
tion, and moved to reduce the Vote by 
£500 in respect of Item A. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries, Wages, and 
Allowances) be reduced by £500.”-—(Mr. 
Whitley.) 


(3.18.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) thought the hon. Gentleman 
had moved the reduction under a 
misapprehension. He had said there 
were no details under this head, 
whereas, as a matter of fact, the old 
details were there in a different form. 
Instead of being carried out horizontally, 
they were put in vertically. That was 
almost the only change. But then came 
the question of whether the details were 
sufficient. It was perfectly true that the 
details were not so rich in this as in 
other Votes. He thought the particulars 
were sufficient, but that, of course, did 
not prejudice the right of the hon. 
Member to criticise and examine them. 
The hon. Gentleman was pressing for 
further information, and the right hon 
Gentleman had rather put the responsi- 
bility on the Public Accounts Committee. 
The Public Accounts Committee was not 
in the least responsible for the form of 


Mr. Whitley. 
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this Estimate. It must be clearly under. 
stood that this was a form adopted b 
the Treasury, and for which the Public 
Accounts Committee was in no way 
responsible. ; 


Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) said the 
explanation given by the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn did not quite dispose of 
the point. It was not a fact that all the 
information given in the Estimates two 
years ago was given in this Estimate. 
All the information given by the vertical 
columns was that this sum was divided 
between the various palaces. They did 
not give, as in former Estimates, the 
number of officers employed. No doubt 
the information could be obtained 
by constantly pestering the right hon. 
Gentleman until they got what they 
wanted, but that was not so satisfactory 
as the old method of having the infor- 
mation set out in the Estimates. In the 
old form, instead of this blank page there 
were full details showing how this money 
was expended. There might be certain 
officers employed with regard to whom 
| some criticism might be necessary, but 
| that could not be ascertained until the 
| Vote was brought up in the House, and 
then the information could only be 
obtained by questions. and in the event 
of the Vote not coming on, but being 
guillotined, there would be no information 
at all. The Public Accounts Committee 
had not taken any notice of this change 
because they were engaged in seeing that 
the money voted was properly expended, 
rather than looking after the form of the 
account, and attention had not been 
called to the alteration. He thought 
his hon. friend was quite right in 
moving the reduction, and unless the 
right hon. Gentleman gave an under- 
taking that in future the old form of the 
Estimate should be reverted to, he should 
support the Motion. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) said in his opinion the hon. 
Member had made out a good case. 
This change was the thin end of the 
wedge, and would supply for future years 
a precedent for inserting blank pages in 
other Votes. He trusted the hon. 
Member would press his Motion to a 
division. The House when voting public 
money was entitled to know how it was 








spent. 
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Mr. WHITLEY contended that not 
only the salaries but also the number 
of persons to whom those salaries were 
paid should be set out. How were the 
Committee to know whether the £1,400 
put down to Hampton Court Palace went to 
one man or twenty men’? Members were 
deprived of that information by the absence 
of this page of details, and he should 
certainly press his Amendment to a 
division. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) thought that if an 
asstrance were given that the details 
required would be given next year the 
Amendment might be withdrawn. — There 
was no suspicion that anything was wrong 
this year, but the omission of these parti- 
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Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS thought the 
particulars would not be of very great 
convenience to the Committee. Most 
of the persons concerned, though most 
excellent servants, were in extremely 
humble positions. There was not a single 
case in which the salary exceeded 30s. a 
week, and the men included turncocks.. 
night watchmen, coal porters, stokers,. 
and, he believed, a rat catcher. Surely 
it was not desirable that the time of the 
Committee should be wasted by discus- 
sing such details, when the excess of the 
present Estimate over that of four vears 
ago was only about £50. 


Service Estimates. 


(3.35.) Question put. 





culars opened the way to things which 
might be important in the future. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) | 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue.,Stroud | 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Blake, Edward | 
Boland, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, Joho (Armagh, 5.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton | 
Channing, Francis Allston | 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dillon, John. 
Doogan, P. C, 

Dunvan, J. Hastings 

Elibank, Master of 
Faryuharson, Dr. Robert 
Ffreuch, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Fuller, J. M. F 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Kt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir AlexF. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright. John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manel’r 





Noes, 139. 


AYES. 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 


| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Jacoby, James Alfred 


| Jones, William Carnarvonshire 


Joyce, Michael 

Law, Hugh Alex(Donegal, W. 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 


| Lough, Thomas 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


| M‘Fadden, Edward 
Mansfield, Horace, Rendall 


Mooney, John J. 
Murnagban, George 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
_ O’Brien, Kendal, Tipp’rary,Mid 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


| O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N. 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
Palmer, George W m. (Reading) 
Partington, Oswald 

Power, Patrick Joseph 


NOES. 


Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach, Rt HnSir Michael Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blandell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles,T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 

Cam pbell, Rt Hn.J. A.(Glasgow 


The Committee 





divided :—Ayes, 87: 


(Division List No. 176.) 


Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Rigg, Richard 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche (John) 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick Bb.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthy1 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,.J. A(Glam’rg’n,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York,W. R.) 
Tully, Jasper 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhonse,SirJ.T.(H’dd’rsf'd 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Whitley and Mr. 
Wallace. 


Carson, Rt. Hn, Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.CW (Derbyshir« 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm 
Chamberlain, J.Austen(Worer 


| Coghill, Douglas Harry 


Cohen, Benjamia Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
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Colomb,SirJ ohn CharlesReady 
-‘Colston,CharlesEdw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T, L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxiord, Sir William Theodore 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mne’r 
Fielden. Edward, Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Foster, PhilipS( Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gordo1,Hn.J.E (Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby (Line,) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(W’dnesbury 
Greene.SirE W(B’ryS.Edm’nds 
Gretton, John 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hn. Thomas F. 
Hamiiton, Rt Hn Ld.G. (Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of( L’nd’nd’rry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Tnomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Heath, James(Staffords. N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
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Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hornby, Su William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverh use 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-(iower, FrederickN.S. 
Long,Col. CharlesW. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Ha. Walser (Bristol,S 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Macartney,Rt Hn W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David, Liverpool 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maxwell. W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Middlemore,JohnTh ogmort'n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mitchell, William 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. A.( Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. \Coventry) 





Newdigate, Francis Alexander 

Nicholson, William Graham — | 
Nicol Donald Ninian | 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) | 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n | 
Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
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Plummer, Walter R. . 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Col mel Robert 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 
Samuel,jHarry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B.( Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lo:d (Lanes.) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Walker, Col. William Hall ° 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T, 
Warr, Angustus Frederick 
Weiby,Lt-Col. A.C. E. Tannton 
Whiteley, H.; Ashton-undLyne 
Wil-on, John (Glasgow) ~ 
Wiison-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Original Question again proposed. 


(3.45.) Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, 


Mid) contended that the same proportion | 


of money should be spent upon Holyrood 
Palace as upon the other Royal Palaces 
in England. Her late Majesty occa- 
sionally made Holyrood Palace her resi- 
dence. This palace ought to be kept in 
a reasonable state of efficiency, but only 
£470 was being expended upon new 
works. Amongst other small items was 
one of £150 for an addition to a green- 
house in the palace gardens at Holyrood, 
and £120 for improvement of fire ap- 
pliances. How far would that go for 
additional greenhouses? The amount 
was ridiculous. The sum of £200 for 
the renewal of kitchen apparatus was 
certainly very economical, and practically 
nothing was being done to keep the 
buildings in an efficient state of repair, or 


to prepare them even for a temporary | 


Royal residence. He thought they had 
a right to complain of the great need for 
expenditure in preserving the national 
buildings. If the First Commissioner of 
Works would compare the expenditure 


| upon these buildings in Scotland with 
other places, he would find that Scotland 
did not get its fair share. He hoped the 
House would receive some assurance that 
| Holyrood Palace would be kept in an 


| efficient state. 
| 
| 





Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said that 
he did not feel inclined to quarrel with 
the argument that a larger amount should 
be spent at Holyrood. He would like to 
see more money spent on all the public 
gardens in Scotland, but he had to do the 
best he could with the sum at his dis- 
posal. He thought the hon. Member 
opposite would admit that some progress 
had been made in the direction he desired 
in the course of the last year or two. 
This year the sum asked for was higher 
than in the past, and one reason it 
was not larger was that it was not 
necessary to include proposals fer  struc- 
tural alterations necessary at Holyrood 
for making it suitable for a residence 





for the Royal family. The hon. 
Member opposite had often brought 


forward the wishes of his Scotch friends 
with regard to Holyrood Palace, but he 
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thought the hon. Member would admit 
that since he had been First Commissioner 
of Works they had succeeded in making 
the palace at Holyrood and the gardens 
far more popular than they had hitherto 
been. A request which had often been 
made in the House had just been granted, 
namely, that in future the gardens at 
Holyrood would be open to the public 
at certain hours of the day ; and further, 
if found possible to make arrangements, 
His Majesty would be pleased to allow 
hands to play in the gardens at Holyrood. 
The hon. Member for Mid Lanark might 
rest assured that Holyrood would not be 
forgotten. 


Mr. CALDWELL expressed his satis- 
faction with the right hon. Gentleman’s 
reply. 


(3.55.) Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) 
drew attention toan item of £150 for the 
construction of a new outside larder at 
Kensington Palace. The occupants of 
Kensington Palace were as a rule 
pensioners, and got their quarters free. 
It was often the practice of these people 
to put up such things as washhouses and 
outside larders, and the fine old building 
was being completely spoiled simply to 
please tenants who were having a good 
time of it at the nation’s expense. These 
people ought not to be allowed to 
vandalise the nation’s property, and he 
objected to Kensington Palace being 
spoiled by the construction of outside 
larders. Near to Kensington Palace was 
a beautiful building known as_ the 
Orangery, and near it were being erected 
a number of temporary buildings. He 
knew very well what temporary buildings 
became when they were erected near 
palaces occupied by free tenants. It 
might at first be a temporary iron build- 
ing, then later on lath and plaster, and 
subsequently brickwork, until it assumed 
the shape of a permanent building out of 
keeping altogether with the original 
building. He trusted that Kensington 
Palace would be left intact as be- 
queathed by her late Majesty the Queen, 
and that it would not be allowed to be 
spoiled by the erection of outside larders. 
In past years he thought the right hon. 
Gentleman deserved the thanks of every- 
body for the steps he had taken to keep 
Hampton Court Palace, as it should be kept, 
aan old building, without having grafted 
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upon it those brick and mortar excres- 
cences which had been dabbed on in the 
past. The right hon. Gentleman this 
year appeared to be departing from that 
artistic taste, for there was on the 
Estimate an item of £200 for the 
enlargement of the stud groom’s house. 
He did not wish to see Hampton Court 
Palace destroyed by the erection of such 
buildings. The question whether Hamp- 
ton Court or Fontainebleau was the more 
beautiful was one on which art critics 
were divided, but it was certain that no 
French Government would allow a stud- 
groom’s house to be grafted on to the 
original building of Fontainebleau. He 
asked the Chief Commissioner of Works 
to save this £200. It was wanted for 
war and many other things. If the 
stud groom wanted a larger house, he 
should get one elsewhere. During the 
past four or five years the First Commis- 
sioner of Works had really improved 
Hampton Court, not by spending money 
on new erections, but by pulling down a 
number of so-called improvements which 
were carried out by his predecessors at 
the express wish of the tenants. It was 
now proposed to erect a brick and mortar 
excrescence which would offend the 
esthetic sense of the Bank holiday 
makers. He objected to the Palace 
being treated according to the ideals of 
the South African plutocrats who were 
erecting monstrosities in stone and iron 
in Park Lane. 


(4.3.) Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said 
he had looked very carefully into what 
was proposed with regard to the addition 
at Kensington Palace. The structure 
referred to was required to take the 
place of one which was about to be taken 
down. With regard to the buildings 
between the Orangery and the Palace to 
which the hon. Member for Battersea 
referred, he had to say that they had 
nothing to do with the occupants of the 
Palace. He thought all of them were 
put up before he was Commissioner ot 
Works, and they were very useful for 
a purpose with which he sympathised 
a good deal, namely, giving pleasure to 
the working classes and children. They 
were sheds used for keeping the small 
yachts which were so often to be seen 
racing on the pond. If these were the 
sheds to which the hon. Member re- 
ferred, he could assure him that they 
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were not put up for the convenience of 
the tenants whom His Majesty allowed 
to occupy the Royal Palace. The pro- 
posed building was absolutely necessary, 
and he could assure the hon. Member 
that it would not in any way be an 
eyesore. As to the studgroom’s house 
at Hampton Court, he did not wish 
any one to go away with the idea 
that it was for a sinecure. It was 
a labourer’s cottage, and it was found 
to be insanitary. There were, he 
thought, only two rooms in the house, 
and was it consistent with morality to 
allow a man and his family to live 
there? They were allowing the erection 
of another bedroom. 


Supply—Cwil 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) called 
attention to an item of £450 for the 
ground rent of two houses at 77 and 
78 Pall Mall. which were purchased 
originally for the purposes of the War 
Office on the outbreak of the war in 
1898, because the War Office was stated 
to be short of accommodation. The 
cost of purchasing the leasehold of these 
houses was £6,700, and they now 
discovered that the houses had heen 
transferred from the War Office to the 
use of Prince Christian. These houses 
now appeared as a “ grace and favour” 
residence. He should like to know 
whether the sanction of the Treasury 
obtained for the transference, 


was 
and whether the alterations on the 
houses to make them suitable as a 


residence were to be paid for out of the 
War Office Vote, the Civil List, or the 
Vote the Committee were now dealing 
with. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said he did 
not think this came within the Vote 
now before the Committee, but, as he 
did not wish to be discourteous to 
the hon. Gentleman, he would state 
what the nature of the transfer was. 
It was perfectly true that the buildings 
were originally purchased for the War 
Office and were found to be inadequate 
for the purpose. At that time there 
was a great demand for a site for a 
physical laboratory, and the Royal Society 
were most anxious to acquire Bushey 
House for that purpose. The late Queen 
had allowed the use of Bushey, taking in 
exchange the use of the houses in Pall 


Mr. Akers Douglas. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mall as a grace and favour residence, 
Both properties, however, still remained 
State properties. He understood that 
the transfer was appreciated by the 
Royal Society and by the scientists of 
the day, as Bushey House afforded, he 
thought, an extremely useful home for 
their delicate scientific instruments, and 
one which it would have been absolutely 
impossible for them to procure except by 
the expenditure of a very large sum of 
money. 


(4.10.) Mr. RUNCIMAN asked whether 
he was to understand. that Prince Chris- 
tian could not be accommodated ip 
Bushey House. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: No; the 
Royal Society will utilise the house for 
scientific purposes. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: [have no ill feel ng 
in this matter— 


THe CHAIRMAN: I do not think 
that this matter can be properly dis- 
cussed on this Vote. The Minister in 
charge of the Vote says it does not come 
under it. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: I would ask an 
explanation of the £450, which I under- 
stand is ground rent for the two houses 
in Pall Mall. 


Mr. GODDARD said that, if there 
was ground rent charged in the Vote. 
it could clearly be discussed. He hoped 


the Committee would receive some 
information in reply to the question 
why buildings bought for the War 


Office had been transferred to a different 
purpose. In the Civil Service Vote, 
money, he thought, amounting to £1.200 
was voted to be expended on_ these 
buildings for the purpose of the War 
Office. It would be interesting to 
know whether that expenditure was 
made by the War Office. Probably it 
waa and if so was the expenditure on 
alterations suitable for the purpose to 
which the property was now applied! 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said he was not 
satisfied with the reply received from 
the First Commissioner of Works. So far 
as he could find out, the buildings had 
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never been used by the War Office, so| settled something; and I take it that 
that there had been no opportunity of that division settled the question which 
testing whether they were suitable for the hon. Gentleman is about to go back 
the purpose for which they were bought. upon. 
The Committee had a right to know 
why the War Office had not occupied) *Mr. CREMER said he bowed to the 
them, and why they were transferred to decision of the Chairman, but he was 
be used as a grace and favour residence. | bound to say that—— 
He had no obje-tion to Prince Christian 
being provided with a good residence, THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
but the objection was to this being | must not contravene my ruling. 
provided out of War Office Funds. 
*Mr. CREMER said what he wanted 

Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said that was some guarantee that the original form 
arrangement was a pure exchange, and | of these Estimates should be restored and 
that matter had not been dealt with more detailed information supplied. 
without the consent of the Treasury, | Further, he wanted some information in 
who thought the arrangement a very | regard to the contracts for furniture and 
desirable one. He himself believed that buildings. He had raised this question 
it was extremely advantageous to the | some years ago when he understood that 
State. ‘there were only two firms which sup- 
| plied new furniture for, and repaired 
the old furniture in, public buildings and 
they did not object to the exchange, | royal palaces,andthat they practically fixed 
but to the manner in which it had| their own prices for the new, and charged 
been done; because it was misleading | what they pleased for repairing the old. 
if moneys voted under one Estimate|He was then promised that public 
were transferred to another, and entirely | tenders would be invited for such work. 
different, Estimate. ‘The right hon.|both from east and west-end cabinet- 
Gentleman assured them that all this} makers; but there was no evidence that 
had been sanctioned by the Treasury, | that promise had been given effect to. 
but there was a still higher sanction| It was the same with regard to the 
required, viz., that of the House of|contracts for the erection and repair 
Commons. of buildings. 


Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract) said | 


*Mr. HENRY J. WILSON (Yorkshire, | «fp, WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) wished 
W.R., Holmfirth) said that, so far as he | the right hon. Gentleman the First Com- 
could understand this involved business, | missioner to give the House some in- 
the transaction appeared to be part of| formation as to the restoration of the 
the expenses of the South African War ;| fine old tapestries in the Palace of Holy- 
and, if so, he thought it was very ex-| rood. Two years ago the right hon. Gentle- 
traordinary. man had promised that that should be 
done. He noticed that this year there was 
*Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Haggers- | an increase in the estimate for new works, 
ton) hoped that before this Vote was | repairs, ete., on Holyrood of over £400, 
passed the First Commissioner would | which was a step in the right direction. 
give the Committee some guarantee | He also wished to ask whether arrange- 
that the Estimates would be ‘presented ments had been made to put the ancient 
in future in the form that hon. Members| palace in such a condition as to make 
had had them not so very many years| it fit for the King on the occasion of 
ago. There was an absense of infor- | his visits to Scotland. 
mation from the Treasury Bench. It 
was very easy to raise a laugh, and talk} (\prary NORTON (Newington, W.) 
of the royal nena, the turncock, | said that, in regard to the point raised by 
and the housemaid- | the hon. Member for Dewsbury, he would 
ask whether the matter did not stand 
THe CHAIRMAN: The division re | thus: that the public had acquired those 
cently taken must be accepted as having | houses in Pall Mall at a cost of £450 
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ground rental. Of course they under- 
stood that the War Office had purchased 
these houses and then found that they 
were not suitable for their purpose. It 
would scarcely have been a transaction 
brought about by the War Office unless 
they had purchased two houses totally 
unfit for the purpose intended. 





































Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said that the 
houses had been bought by the War 
Office because they required more accom- 
modation ; but when the war broke out 
it was found that the houses so acquired 
were inadequate to the requirements. 
Hence the exchange was made, and the 
payment of the £450 per annum was, he 
considered, a fair arrangement. In reply 
to the hon. Member for Ross and 
Cromarty, he could say that the repairs 
of the tapestries on the first floor of the 
palace of Holyrood had been com- 
pleted, and that the repairs of the others 
were in course of being proceeded with. 
As to the hon. Member for Haggerston’s 
inquiry as to contracts for new buildings 
and repairs of old buildings, these con- 
tracts were triennial, and were obtained 
after public advertisement. On the last 
occasion seven or eight firms tendered, 
and the lowest tender, which was on a 
schedule of prices, was accepted. He 
might add that there was a provision in 
the contract that the current rate of 
wages prevailing in the district was to be 
paid to the workmen. In regard to 
furniture, everything possible that could 
be acquired by public tender was so 
acquired, but there were some articles 
required for State purposes which could 
only be obtained from certain firms. 


Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness-shire) 
thought that the method of carrying out 
the transaction in regard to the houses in 
Pall Mall was extremely likely to cause 
confusion, and he imagined that the 
matter might be put right by the charge 
for the alterations at Bushey House being 
made a capital charge against the Scientific 
Department. 









Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said that he 
would consider the latter suggestion. 






Original Question put, and agreed to. 





2. £66,200, to complete the sum for 
Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens. 
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(4.30.) Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, 
W.) hoped the First Commissioner of 
Works would give them some informa- 
tion upon the position of affairs in 
regard to Richmond Park and its use by 
Volunteers. He supposed there was no 
division of opinion among Members as 
to the great value attaching to the park 
and the necessity of preserving its 
conspicuous natural beauties. He 
understood that reference had been 
made to the importance of regarding the 
sacred character of the heronry in the 
park. Much as he valued that heronry 
on account of its being one of the few in 
the neighbourhood of London, he yet 
thought that if the existence of the 
herons and of deer in Richmond Park 
was the only reason which prevented 
the free use of that Park for so great a 
national institution as the Volunteers, 
a body who were doing a great work 
for the public, it was not sufficient. 
They ought to have some clear state. 
ment as to what other reason there was 
which prevented the use of the park by 
the Volunteers. He had noticed in the 
newspapers that representations had 
been made to the First Commissioner ot 
Works by the Mayor and Town Council 
of Richmond in which they urged that 
Richmond Park should be maintained 
in its present state, and that the 
Volunteers should be prevented from 
using it because of the injury to the 
town of Richmond. The State paid 
£4,000 or £5,000 for the maintenance of 
this park, but hedid not think the Town 
Council of Richmond provided a single 
halfpenny ; therefore he thought they 
ought not to put the interests of the 
locality before the national interests. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) referred to 
the restrictions in force with regard to 
the admission of cyclists to Hyde Park 
and Regent’s Park. There appeared to be 
some quite unnecessary restrictions 
upon cyclists, and the way they were 
treated was almost absurd. They were 
absolutely excluded at first, but in 
consequence of discussions in the House 
various concessions had been obtained 
but there still remained some restrictions 
as to hours. In Hyde Park they were 
admitted up to two o’clock in the after: 
noon. but from two to seven they were 
excluded. The result was that very 








Captain Norton. 
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frequently innocent cyclists returning 
from business found themselves stopped 
and treated as if they were criminals. 
He wished to know if the right hon. 
Gentleman could see his way to yield to 
the needs of cyclists who had placed 
their case before him by a deputation 
which waited upon him recently. Years 
ago, When people were only learning to 
ride bicycles, there used to be a great 
many accidents, but now anybody 
could ride a bicycle. He would tike to 
know from the right hon. Gentleman 
whether those restrictions on cyclists 
were going to be removed, and whether 
in future the Royal parks were going 
to be opened as freely as those parks 
under the control of the London County 
Council. He should also like to know if 
the position of the motor cyclist had 
been made clear. He believed that the 
riders of that horrible invention found 
themselves in a most unhappy position. 
Ifa motor car had four wheels it could 
rush into the parks at any hour, but if 
it only had two wheels it could only 
enter the parks at certain hours. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked what 
were the duties of the rangers of Regent’s 
Park and Hyde Park. It was quite 
clear from the Estimates that they did 
no work whatever. There was a bailiff 
of the Royal parks, an assistant bailiff, 
superintendents and assistant superin- 
tendents, but he desired the right hon. 
Gentleman to tell the Committee what 
the rangers did. If they could be told 
what the rangers and deputy-rangers 
did, and their duties justified them being 
retained, welland good, but if not they 
should be abolished. 


(4.40.) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.) 
said he had always regarded the rangers 
of the Royal parks as among the darkest 
mysteries of the British Constitution. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would be able to give a favourable 
answer in regard to the use of the parks 
by eyelists. The right hon. Gentleman 
had shown much sympathy in reference 
to the use of the parks by cyclists, and 
in the improvement of the surface of 
the roads, which made a great deal of 
difference to their pleasure and enjoy- 
ment. He supported the appeal which 
had been made by the hon. Member for 
West Islington. 
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Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said he 
wished to vindicate the position of the 
poor unfortunate motors, for they did 
not appear to have any friends in the 
House. He happened to be a member 
of that unfortunate brigade who used 
four-wheeled motors. He understood 
these open spaces were called parks or 
pleasure gardens, and what he wished to 
urge upon the right hon. Gentleman was 
the advisability of keeping some of these 
roads in a better state of repair, and 
more especially Constitution Hill. 


Service Estimates. 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud) said it was idle to expect 
people to join the Volunteers if they 
could not find places for them to 
manoeuvre and drill in. He hoped the 
First Commissioner of Works would 
see that the Volunteers were allowed 
the free use of Richmond Park. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN urged that free 
residences were sufficient recompense for 
the work done by the rangers of the 
Royal parks, and that their salaries 
should be taken off the Estimates. The 
parks under the management of the 
London County Council covered nine 
teen parks, thirty-five gardens and forty 
other open spaces, and they managed 
them with one chief officer and two 
superintendents, ata total cost of £1,250. 
In this Vote they had thirteen officials 
for the Royal Parks, and they cost no less 
than £28,050. 


Cartan NORTON raised the question 
of the scale of pay of the keepers of the 
Royal parks. The constables employed 
in the County Council parks were paid 
ata much higher and better rate than 
the keepers of the Royal parks. Wages 
generally had risen during recent years, 
and attention had been called to the fact 
that even men of a similar class in 
London, the Metropolitan Police, had 
received an increase in their pay of 
ls. 6d., plus 1s. 6d. rent and allowances, 
yet the Royal park constables were kept 
at the same rate of pay. These park 
keepers had to be of the rank of staff- 
sergeant, and must be of exemplary 
character, and when they applied to the 
authorities for an increase of pay, they 
were met by the statement that there 
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would soon be a great many non-com- 
missioned officers returning from the 
front, when their services could ke dis- 
pensed with. A footnote to the Vote 
stated that the pay of the park keepers 
and gate keepers was between 25s. and 
30s. a week, but how many of these 
men received less than 24s.! Men in 
corresponding positions under the Lon- 
don County Council received 27s. The 
argument that would be used for em- 
ploying these men at less than the 
current rate of wages, would be that 
they were old soldiers and old sailors, and 
that they were in receipt of a pension, 
and it was against that he wished to 
protest. The men who received pensions 
for serving their country, received them 
in the nature of deferred pay, and were 
as fully entitled tothem as if they were 
the result of property they had acquired 
in other ways. It was monstrous that 
those pensions should be used as a means 
of competing with the labour market, 
because they enabled the men to take 
lower wages. He protested against the 
scandalous way of taking into considera- 
tion, in settling the pay of these naval 
and military men, the pensions which 
they had earned in the service of their 
country. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S8.W.) 
pointed out that many of these men 
had residences supplied to them in 
addition to their pay, which should 
also be taken into consideration. He 
asked the right hon. Gentleman not 
to be too ready to give way to the 
appeal which had been made to him 
with regard to allowing Volunteer 
manoeuvres to take place in Richmond 
Park. If we were going to have Volun- 
teer forces at all, it was essential that 
they should be provided with proper 
places in which they could manoeuvre 
and exercise, but that was no reason 
why they should have those places at the 
expense of the people who enjoyed 
tichmond Park, because if it was used 
for that purpose, it would be necessary 
to exclude the public, as it would 
be impossible to have them _ there 
under other conditions, as would be seen 
by anybody who saw the number of 
people who used this park on a Saturday, 
the day when these manceuvres would 
usually take place. There was plenty of 
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good ground, he understood, for this 
purpose at Wimbledon, and if that was 
too far off for the men to march to per- 
haps the right hon. Gentleman could 
find a way out of the difficulty by 
supplying some financial assistance to- 
wards taking them there. 


RICHARDS 
against the 
Constitution 


Mr. 
protested 
motorists of 
one were riding in the country 
there was some _ protection against 
motors; but in the London parks he 
had often seen motors driven in such a 
reckless and irresponsible manner as to 
cause ladies to be unhorsed, and he him- 
self had been nearly unhorsed in the 
same way On more than one occasion. 
He had often complained to the police, 
who, however, said they could not stop 
them. When they were stopped, it was 
found that the riders were mostly Mem bers 
of Parliament. The police should see that 
the rate at which motorists were allowed 
to drive through the streets was not 
exceeded in the Royal] parks. Could not 
the First Commissioner do something 
for those who still desired to encourage 
the breed of English horses, even though 
it would be at the expense of those who 
drove French machines with American 
oil. 


(Finsbury, E.,) 
invasion by 


Hill. =f 


*(5.0.) Mr. CREMER said he desired 
to draw attention to the quality of the 
refreshments supplied at the kiosks 
erected at Kew Gardens, Regents Park, 
Primrose Hill, and other places. For 
some time after these kiosks were erected 
the public were able to get refreshments 
of a good character at a cheap rate, 
but later on he discovered that the tea 
which they professed to supply fresh 
made to each customer was drawn out 
of a huge tin containing several gallons, 
and had been so stewed as to be poison 
to people of nervous natures, while the 
butter did not appear to be butter at 
all but looked like margarine. He 
thought it was abominable that in 
these places, some of which were erected 
at the public expense, and for which 
no rent was paid, the contractors should 
be allowed to treat the public in this 
manner. He brought the question before 
the House, and the contractor asked him 
to call and he would explain. One could 
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easily understand what that meant. He 
treated the invitation with contempt. 
The contractor now artfully concealed 
from the public the process by which 
the tea was brewed, and except a person 
got inside he could not see the way in 
which articles were prepared for public 
consumption. If the First Commis- 
sioner would from time to time appoint 
someone in whom he had confidence to 
visit the kiosks in the parks and gardens 
and sample the refreshments, the public 
would be better served and the quality of 
the food and drink improved. The hon. 
Member also asked whether any rent was 
now paid for the privilege of erect- 
ing these refreshment establishments. 
Another matter was the question of 
the seats. Some years ago he raised the 
question, and was told that no rent was 
charged for the privilege of placing 
chairs in the parks, for which a charge 
was made to the public. In the follow- 
ing vear, however, no less than £1,000 
was recorded as having been received 
from the contractors for the privilege. 
That item was now mixed up with two 
or three others, and appeared as £2,000 
for licences for letting chairs, boats, and 
cycles, and selling newspapers. Was 
£1,000 the amount still received in con- 
nection with the chairs? That sum 
would be refunded to the contractors 
in two or three Sundays, in facet, 
thousands of pounds profit must have 
been made each year. It was not simply 
a matter of a penny for a chair, but 
each chair would be let a dozen times a 
day, and he was certain a very large 
revenue must be derived from this 
source. The grievance was intensified 
by the fact that as these hired chairs had 
increased the free seats had diminished, 
so that poor men who took their wives 


and families into the parks were unable 


to get seats without paying a penny 
for each member of the party. He 
asked how long the contract had to run, 
and suggested steps should be taken to 
invite public tenders for the privilege of 
placing chairs in the parks and gardens 
under the control of the Government. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) reminded the right hon. Gentle- 
man that, some time ago, speaking on 
behalf of cyclists, seeing the success 


which had attended the laying down of , 


{15 May 1902} 


’ 


Service Estimates. 114 
wood-pavement from Marlborough Gate, 
he urged that that policy should he 
pursued in regard to certain other road- 
ways in St. James’ Park, and the right 
hon. Gentleman held out hopes of the 
same thing being done in Birdcage 
Walk. There was also Constitution Hill, 
which it would be an advantage to have 
so paved. It was to be remembered 
that, running parallel with each of the 
two roads he had named, ample pro- 
vision was made for equestrians. 


(5.10.) Mr. PARKER (Gravesend) refer- 
ring tothe further use of Richmond Park 
by Volunteers, was certain that the 
objections, if any, would come from 
the officials and the administration 
rather than from the frequenters of the 
park. There were 40 acres occasionally 
used for Volunteer drill, while the 
park consisted altogether of 2300 acres, 
many portions of which were not at 
all frequented by the thousands of 
people who were said to visit the park 
for amusement on Saturdays. Certain 
parts of the park consisted of plantations, 
and werespecially adapted for manceuvres. 
He had too much faith inthe good sense 
of the rangers and the administration to 
doubt that if it was the wish of the 
Committee and of the Volunteers to 
have a larger portion of the park set 
apart for their use the privilege would 
be granted. ‘The people of the country, 
who had a_ sincere admiration for 
the Volunteer system, would make 
many sacrifices for its benefit, and 
would not raise objections to the 
granting of these facilities. He was 
certain the privilege would not be 
abused, and the policing necessary to 
prevent the area of operations being 
invaded could be done by the military 
authorities themselves, as was done in 
Hyde Park. Even if the park were not 
used as much as it was anticipated it 
would be, he believed it was a good 
policy to give every facility possible for 
Volunteer drill in the open spaces 
surrounding London. 


Sir ARTHUR HAYTER (Walsall) : 
said that the other day he saw Volunteers 
exercising all over Regent’s Park, and 
he sincerely hoped that this right would 
be preserved in regard to Richmond 
Park. He could not agree with the 
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hon. and gallant Member for Newington 
with regard to positions as gatekeepers 
being considered as compensation to old 
soldiers. As for the deputy ranger, his 
salary was very small, and he believed 
his duty was to exercise discipline over 
112 park keepers. 
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Captain NORTON said he was afraid 
he had not made himself understood 
with regard to the park keepers. He 
did not complain that soldiers and non- 
commissioned officers were employed, 
but his point was that they were 
receiving a lower rate of pay than they 
would have received if they had been 
civilians. Therefore, their former service 
as soldiers was being taken advantage 
of, whereas in his opinion, they should 
receive the current rate of wages 
irrespective of their former service. 


Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley) called attention to the smoke 
nuisance in Kew Gardens, which was 
becoming increasingly great, and asked 
the First Commissioner to take this 
matter into his earnest consideration. 


(5.20.) Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said 
that several hon. Members had pointed 
out the grievance which cyclists had in 
regard to the restrictions placed upon 
the use of the parks, and which they 
felt all the more since the great intro- 


duction of motors into London. He 
understood the grievance to be, that 


whereas motor cars could enter the park 
at all hours of the day, cyclists, who did 
very much less harm and made less noise, 
were not allowed to ride their bicycles in 
the parks between the hours of three and 
seven. In the year 1895, when the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Leeds was his predecessor in office, 
cyclists were admitted until ten o'clock 
in the morning. He (Mr. Akers 
Douglas) extended this at first to 
twelve o'clock, and finally to all hours 
of the day except between the hours of 
three and seven o'clock in the afternoon, 
when in certain months of the year 
the park was very greatly crowded. He 


admitted that circumstances had very! 


much changed in the last two or three 

years. Cycling then was a fashionable 

craze, and anyone who remembered the 

crowd of cyclists in the park, many of 
Sir Arthur Hayter. 
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them unable to manage their own mounts, 
and the danger they caused to the other 
tratlic, would admit that some regula- 
tions were then necessary. He was not 


sure that restrictions were any 
longer necessary. Any one who 


watched the traffic along Knightsbridge 
‘between five and seven in the evening 
must be struck by the large number of 
ladies returning from their work on 
cycles through that crowded thorough- 
fare, and he hadthought it would be reason- 
able that they should be allowed to 
follow the road immediately inside the 
park. In further considering the question, 
however, he doubted whether it was 
worth while having two bites at a cherry. 
He therefore approached the ranger, who, 
recognising the altered circumstances, 
seeing that cycling had come to stay, and 
that it was used for business purposes 
and for getting about the country, and 
not merely for show and parade, at once 
agreed to allow him to remove the re 
strictions between three and seven, with 
this proviso, that if it was found by 
experience that in the months of May, 
‘June, and July some restriction was 
deemed necessary, in that case the hours 
of restriction should be from three to six. 
He was very glad to be able to fall in 
with the wishes of Members of the House 
in this matter. He was aware that his 
hon. friend the Member for King’s Lynn 
had strong dislike to motors and cycles, 
but, after all, the parks were for the 
general use of the public. He had the 
ranger’s permission for stating that the 
present restrictions would be withdrawn 
after July Ist. As regards Richmond 
Park, local Volunteers had already the 
privilege of exercising over 640 acres of 
the park. He could not find that any 
applications for leave to drill there had 
been unsuccessful, except in one case. He 
was of opinion that there was ample room 
both for the Volunteers and the public, 
and that the acreage now offered to 
Volunteers for maneeuvres might 
very well be increased. But he was 
also of opinion that some _ portion 
of the park should be reserved. With 
regard to the subject raised by his 
hon. friend the Member ‘for Graves- 
end, he would confer with the ranger. 
He was certain that the ranger had no 
desire to exclude Volunteers from all 
reasonable opportunities of drill in 
Richmond Park. But he could not 
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find that there had been any great 
number of applications from the military 
authorities. He had heard a great 
deal about a number of letters sent 
to various journals on the subject 
by Volunteer officers, but he had cer- 
tainly not come across any of them him- 
self. He thought that the ranger had 
been rather badly treated in this matter, 
because it had been taken for granted 
that possibly by his refusal in this case 
he was not prepared to give facilities. 
That was not the case. The ranger 
was prepared to extend the area in any 
reasonable way which the 
authorities of the district might suggest. 
He would like to prick a bubble which 
had not yet burst, although it had been 
blown upon, and that was the idea that 
His Royal Highness desired vo keep the 
Volunteers and the public out ot the 
park beeause of the game which he was 
privileged to keep. It was perfectly 
possible for His Royal Highness to 
preserve gamein a moderate way, and 
at the same time to admit of public 
facilities in the park. Personally, he 
thought that the preservation of game 
in the parks in the immediate neigh- 
bourhood of London was out of date; 
but whether that was the case or not 
he asked hon. Members not to believe 
that His Royal Highness, who had 
rendered devoted service to the Army 
for so many years, was raising any 
wretched little question of this kind 
as against the efficiency of the Volunteer 
foree. Hon. Members might rest 
assured that this question would be 
carefully considered, and he suggested 
that offeers commanding Regulars and 
Volunteers should communicate with the 
ranger responsible for this portion of 
the park. His hon. friend the Member 
for King’s Lynn had asked what were 
the duties of the ranger. There was in 
connection with certain parks a joint 
control. In those parks he was re- 
sponsible for the maintenance of. the 
roads, the lighting, and other matters, 
while the ranger dealt with the herbage. 
His attention had been called by the 
Director and by Sir William Richmond 
to the damage done to the plants by 
smoke in Kew Gardens. In the early 
part of the year he had asked the local 
authorities to take proceedings in the 
matter, but he did not succeed. He then 
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consulted the law officers of the Crown, 
and he had been taking evidence with 
a view to proceedings, which would be 
begun shortly. He had rather parried 
certain questions on this point, and the 
House would now see that the reason 
was that he desired to get the necessary 
evidence before he said what. his action 
was going to be. The Department was 
alive to the danger caused by the smoke 
to plant life at Kew, and they would take 
whatever steps the law would allow to 
stop the nuisance. He would see that 
the condition of Rotten Row was 
thoroughly gone into, and he would 
instruct the bailiff of the parks to pay 
particular attention to the Row. When 
he came into office seven years ago he 
found that no rent was being paid for 
the privilege of supplying chairs. If the 
Department had undertaken to supply 
the parks with chairs, a subject which 
he had carefully considered, the capital 
sum necessary would have been about 
£30,000. In order to popularize the 
parks by bands on Sundays and week- 
days it was necessary to raise funds, and 
he obtained a rent of £1,000 for the 
chairs from a contractor. 


Service Estimates. 


Mr. CREMER: How long does the 
present contract last ? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said he was 
not quite certain whether it was out this 
year or not, but he could assure the 
hon. Member that when it did run out 
they would endeavour to get an advance. 
The hon. Member had raised the question 
of the kiosks and the quality of the 
refreshments supplied in them. Com- 
plaints on that subject had recently been 
received. New contracts had been asked 
for in respect of refreshments. One 
contract had already been let under 
stricter conditions than before, and strict 
injunctions had been given to officers 
to see that the public were better supplied 
than before. 


Mr. CREMER: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman state whether any rent is 
derived from those who have the pri- 
vilege of selling refreshments ? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: Yes, on 
the same principle of public competi- 
tion. The hon. Member for New- 
ington called attention to the condition 
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of the park keepers and their pay. 
He agreed that it was desirable to give 
the appointments as park keepers to 
those who had served their country, and, 
so far as his administration had gone, 
every appointment had been given either 
to a soldier or a sailor, and the popularity 
of the service was proved by the number 
of applicants. He had tried to adopt a 
system whereby a length of wood pave- 
ment might be put down each year in 
the park roads. ‘There had been great 
difficulty in securing sufficient funds to 
lay down wood pavement in the most 
important part of the roads in the parks. 
He intended to proceed with the section 
comprising Birdcage Walk, Constitution 
Hill, and Storey’s Gate; but as he had 
been unable to obtain funds in the lasttwo 
years, the work was ina state o! abeyance. 
As to the rough state of Constitution Hill, 
he said that a certain class of the trafic 
was very destructive of the road. That 
was a macadamised road, but it had been 
found difficult to keep it in proper repair 
on account of the nature of the traffic. 
In addition to what he might call the 
“heavy light” traftic, there were a large 
number of vehicles with rubber wheels 
which were found to be destructive to 
a Macadamised road. Practically all 
the traffic went one way. When water 
was on the ground india-rubber tyres 
were apt to suck up the stones, and 
there was no heavy return traffic to 
replace the stones. As to Constitution 
Hill there was another feature, the over- 
growth of trees and the constant dripping 
from the branches in wet weather. 
Hon. Members acquainted with country 
life and administration knew that the 
local authority always called upon pro- 
prietors to cut off the boughs of their 
trees which overhung the roads. 
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*(5.47.) Mr. JOHN BURNS said 
he wished to acknowledge the generous 
way in which the Chief Commissioner 
of Works had on certain points met 
various Members this afternoon. This 
was the only opportunity Members had 
for discussing these questions of detail, 
and that being so, they must utilise it, 
though his wish was that some other 
means could be provided for threshing 
these out, leaving the House to deal with 
larger subjects. He wished to emphasise 
the complaint made by the hon. Member 


Mr. Akers Douglas. 
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for Haggerston as to chairs for the 
parks. He confessed he was staggered 
when told that the capital charge for 
new chairs would be £30,000. Anyone 
knew that a garden chair could be got 
for from ls. 3d. to 2s. 3d. The right 
hon. Gentleman acknowledged that he 
was making a profit of £1,000 by letting 
the chairs in the Royal parks. Why was 
not that sum devoted to gradually acquir- 
ing new chairs, instead of diminishing 
the public free seats for the benefit ot 
the contractors?) The right hon. Gentle- 
man should follow the example of the 
London County Council, and make all 
the seats free except those immediately 
surrounding the bandstands, as was done 
in every country on the Continent. He 
saw no reason why a rich country like 
this should make a net profit of £1,000 
a year by letting out chairs in the public 
parks. Poor, old, respectable people, 
having very little else to do, went to 
the public parks to spend the time, and 
it was a consideration for them to pay 
for the use of a chair, not 1d. a day, 
but 4d. or 5d. [Cries of ““No,no!”| Oh, 
yes; if they moved from one spot they 
had to pay another ld. [Cries of “No, 
no!”| He begged hon. Members’ pardon, 
they did not know their chairmen as 
well as he did. But from these poor; 
respectable people even 1d. ought not 
to be exacted. Passing from the old 
people, he came to the young. The old 
open sites in London were being rapidly 
built upon, and the children not only of 
the poor but of the well-to-do were being 
driven to the public parks for open-air 
enjoyment and exercise. Why should 
not these boys and girls from nine or 
ten to fifteen years of age have the 
delight of a row on the lakes in St. 
James’s or Hyde Park? He would tell 
the Committee what the London County 
Council did in regard to this matter. 
They found that the contractors in 
dattersea, Victoria and Finsbury Parks 
charged 1s. for the use of a boat for the 
first hour and 6d. for every subsequent 
hour. But that was a prohibitive price 
for the children of even well-to-do classes. 
He had been told that even Harrow, 
Eton, and Rugby boys were not always 
blessed with too much money; and if 
they cared to pull their sisters round 
the lake in Hyde Park or St. James's 
Park there was this prohibitive tariff 
for the hire of the boats. Now the 


London County Council found that these 
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rates did not only a great deal of harm 
to the boys and girls, but that they 


jid no good to the contractors. The 
london County Council invited the 


iytter to reduce the charges, but nothing 
yould move them. “ Very well, then,” 
the London County Council said, “ we 
jave aright to cater for the public who 
dect us, and if you will not reduce the 
harges we will get rid of you.” What 
yas the effect? In one year the London 
County Council paid £800 for boats and 
men—the latter under better conditions 
than the contractors had paid them. 
The charges were reduced from 1s. the 
first hour anc 6d. for every hour after, 
» 6d. the first hour and 3d. for every 
jour after ; and in one yeara net profit of 
£600 was made over the £800 expended 
intwo parks. He would say to the Chief 
(ommissioner that it was much _ better 
that Whiteley’s shop assistants should 
yend their hours of evening leisure 
in a more agreeable way in a row on 
the lake in Hyde Park with their female 
iellow- workers than in smoking cigarettes 
at street corners. He had read the 
needlessly heated controversy about the 
se of Richmond Park which had 
ppeared in the Spectutor — the only 
journal which had asked for the univer- 
sland unrestricted use of the park for 
uilitary purposes. It seemed to him 
that it was exceedingly selfish of the 
Richmond people to protest against the 
we of the park by a Metropolitan 
Volunteer battalion, while their own 
local Volunteers, not numbering more 
than 500, had the use of 640 out of 
2000 acres. His point was that if the 
area in Richmond Park was to be 
extended for the use of the Volunteers, 
it should) be granted by the Chief 
Commissioner on conditions. The local 
Volunteers or the regular military should 
tot be allowed to rampage all over the 
park just as the commander might feel 
disposed, because the park had a dis- 
tinetive charm in its wealth of bracken, 
lurze, and wild flowers, and it was not 
ight that these should be trampled 
down, even in the interest of patriotism 
Volunteer efficiency. He suggested 
tothe Chief Commissioner as conditions 
ieshould lay down for the use of the 
fark by the Volunteers or regular 
nilitary that the area to be drilled 
should be limited to say 1,000 acres, 
that firing should not be permitted, 
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because the exhausted cartridges wouid 
make the park unsightly and untidy 
and be a nuisance to horse riders. Above 
all, he would not allow the transport 
waggons to leave the roads and go over 
the grass-lawns. His last point was as to 
the use of the Old Deer Park by golfers. 
He knew that there were a number of 
hon. Members in the House who were 
good golfers, although he was told that 
there were members of the Press Gallery 
who could give them points. But even 
if golf werea healthy game, like all other 
recreations it ought to be carried on 


under conditions satisfactory to the 
public. He regretted that the park at 


Hampton Court, which contained one 
of the grandest sweeps of grass land 
and splendid old trees in England, wa 
being spoiled tor the enjoyment of the 
public by the creation, through the 
influence of the golfers, of encrmous 
numbers of artificial bunkers all over 
the place. That should be stopped. 
He knew that the Committee would tor- 
give him for going into detail, but 1t was 
part of his business and pleasure to look 
after, not only the inner amenities of 
London, but of its outer environments 
also. He knew of no finer stretch of 
river than the magnificent sweep trom 
in front of the Duke of Northumber- 
land’s house to the Old Deer Park. ‘The 
beauty of that sweep, with its land. river. 


trees, and plants. was being spoilt 
gradually. There was first the admis- 


sion of the athletic ground into the Old 
Deer Park, with its iron railings, tem- 
porary buildings, and other abominations. 
Then along came the highly placed 
golfer, who was completely spoiling the 
look of the Old Deer Park with his 
bunkers. That was not fair to the 
general public, who paid for the main- 
tenance of the Park. He _ protested 
against the indefinite multiplication ot 
artificial bunkers, which looked like the 
graves of political Titans from the river. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would put astop at once and for ever 
to the encroachments which had taken 
place on Hampton Court grounds, the 
Old Deer Park, and the Home Park at 
Richmond ; and that he would not allow 
the golfer to have any more privileges 
than were given to the bicyclist, the 
equestrian, the pedestrian, or the 
motorist. If the right hon. Gentleman 
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would approach the question in the 
spirit in which he had approached other 
questions for the improvement of the 
Royal parks and pleasure gardens, he 
would increase the gratitude which 
many Londoners felt for what he had 
already accomplished in that direction. 
The right hon. Gentleman might take it 
from him that the golfer intended to 
occupy every pleasure garden that was 
maintained at the public expense, and 
that ought to be stopped. 


(6.5.) Mk. PARKER said his mind was 
not quite clear as to what the First 
Commissioner had said. He _ under- 
stood that the right hon. Gentleman was 
sympathetic, that the ranger was 
sympathetic, and he supposed he could 
not assume that the War Office authorities 
were not sympathetic. The sympathy 
which had been expressed was not, how- 
ever, an explicit promise, and he should 
be very glad indeed to know that that 
sympathy would be resolved into an 
explicit statement, and that they should 
be assured that the ranger, the First 
Commissioner of Works, and the War 
Office authorities would deal with the 
matter, and not carry it over from one 
year to another by a mere expression of 
sympathy. As to the applications to the 
ranger for the use of certain portions of 
Richmond Park, was it not a fact that the 
640 acres were reserved for certain local 
Volunteers, though not by rule, or law, 
or logic. He knew that a great many 
Volunteer battalions would have asked for 
permission to drill in Richmond Park if 
they had not known that, if not by 
rule at any rate by practice, it was 
reserved tor local Volunteer battalions. 
He hoped he might be pardoned for 
asking the First Commissioner of Works 
it he might translate his expression of 
sympathy into a definite promise. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
he hoped that when the addition had 
been made to the Volunteer ground, 
the First Commissioner of Works would 
not permit the whole of the Park to be 
trodden down. He thought it was 
desirable to reserve a considerable part 
of it. As to the hire of the chairs, the 
First Commissioner of Works said he 
thought that the contract expired during 
the present year or next year. That 


Mr. John Burns. 
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made the question rather important, for 
it was evident that the rent was very 
inadequate as compared with the amount 
of profit obtained. There was an instance 
of that in the case of the boats. The 
hon. Member for Battersea pointed out 
that County Council boats in two parks 
alone made considerably over £1,000, 
although the rates were much lower 
than were charged in the other parks. 
He thought the rents were too low. It 
would be different if the profit was 
spent on public purposes, but if the 
matter were left in the hands of con- 
tractors, higher rents ought to be paid. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said that 
when the contract came to be renewed 
he would take care to secure the highest 
price by public competition. With re. 
gard to the question of his hon. friend 
the Member for Gravesend, what he 
said was that Volunteers would have a 
much larger area for drill purposes, but 
that certain other portions of the park 
should be reserved. He would be glad, 
however, to place the matter before His 
Royal Highness. 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) 
said he hoped the First Commissioner of 
Works would be able to assure the Com- 
mittee that no further inroads would 
be made on the Green Park. He was 
extremely sorry that part of the park 
had been taken away for the widening 
of Piceadilly, as it was most important 
that it should be preserved for Londoners. 
If it was necessary to widen a street, 
some other means should be found for 
that purpose, rather than that the Park 
should be invaded. Three parts of the 
scheme put forward last year had been 
abandoned, which proved that hon. 
Members were perfectly justified in their 
opposition to it. He desired to thank 
the right hon. Gentleman for allowing 
hon. Members to express to him, bya 
deputation, the views which they were 
prevented from expressing in the House, 
owing to the Vote being closured. The 
right hon. Gentleman had stated with 
regard to the trees which had been cut 
down in Piccadilly, that other trees had 
been planted, but it would be a long 
time before Piccadilly presented the same 
appearance it did last year. With 
regard to Constitution Hill, there were 
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sme very promising shrubs there, but 
immense structures were now being 
erected on it in connection. with the 
(oronation processions. What would 
be the appearance of Constitution 
Hil when all those structures had 
en removed? Then the right 
hon. Gentleman, in reply to a Question, 
aid that he was not responsible for 
yhat had occurred at St. Margaret’s 
Church. He only wished that the right 
hon. Gentleman had done something in 
time to prevent the rector and church- 
yardens from committing the abomina- 
tions which were perpetrated there. 
That does 


Tue CHAIRMAN: not 


arise on this Vote. 


Mr. COGHILL said he was merely 
apressing the wish that the right hon. 
Gentleman had done something to pre- 
rent the orgie of destruction of the trees 
near the Abbey. He hoped the right 
hn. Gentleman would be able to say 
that the Coronation year would not be 
ewlebrated by the cutting down of all the 
trees in London. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said he hoped 
he might be permitted to say a word in 
reply. The trees to which the hon. 
Member referred were cut down one 
night, and he had no notion that they 
were going to be cut down. Immediately 
he saw they were cut down he made 
inquiries, and found that the matter was 
within the jurisdiction of the rector and 
churchwardens. With regard to Con- 
stitution Hill, he thought there were six 
elms; none of them had been removed, 
but they had b:en pollarded. The reasons 
iorthat were two-told. Firstly, the trees 
were not in a healthy condition, and 
seondly, the jower boughs hung over 
the roadway along which the Coronation 
procession would pass. Those old elms 
were the causeof constant accidents when- 
ever there was a crowd, because people 
could not be prevented from climbing up 
into the lower boughs and occasionally 
coming down with a broken bough, thus 
causing injury, and sometimes loss of life, 
tothose below. All the trees along the 


tute of the procession were examined, 
and only those in a dangerous state were 


pllarded. 


The only alternatives were 
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to remove them altogether, or to en- 
deavour to prolong their life by pollard- 
ing. With regard to the structures for 
the Coronation, the prices charged for the 
seats would provide not only for the cost 
of erection, but also for the restoration of 
the ground. A great improvement was 
effected in St. James's Park at the 
Jubilee in 1897. A stand was erected 
over a worn out piece of shrubbery, and 
when the stand was taken down, the 
shrubbery was replanted and much im- 
proved. 


Vote agreed to. 


3. £27,500, to complete the sum for 
Houses of Parliament Buildings. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) 
noticed in this Vote there 
£5,000 for carrying 
out alterations in the smoking room, 
kitchens and other portions of the 
House. That was, no doubt, due to the 
Report of the Accommodation Committee 
appointed last year. Before he said 
anything about the action of the First 
Commissioner of Works with regard 
to that Report, he desired to say a few 
words on the question of the ventilation 
of the House and the Committee Rooms 
the condition of which had been a 
disgrace to the House for many years. 
The condition of the Committee Rooms 
had been intolerable and most deadly 
to those who had had to do business 
in them, and had been the cause of 
much illness to Members of the House 
and the public engaged inthem. There 
were some matters in the Vote con- 
nected with the Report of the Accommoda- 
tion Committee he would like to refer 
to. Members had complained for years 
of these matters, and the general feeling 
was roused to such a pitch at last that 
this Accommodation Committee was 
appointed. That Committee recom- 
mended alterations and changes which 
would cost £55,000, and he was 
surprised to see only £5,000 put down 
for that purpose. For years Members 
had complained of the disgraceful 
character of the cooking, but when the 
Committee enquired into that matter 
they found it was not so much the fault 
of the cooks as the accommodation. They 
found the conditions under which the 
cooking was done were so absolutely 


(6.15.) 
said he 
was a sum. of 
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disgracetul that if it had been anywhere 
than the House of Commons, they would 
long ago have been the subject of a 
public scandal. The recommendations of 
the Committee with regard to that 
matter had not been fully carried out. 
There were many other recommendations 
which ought stili to be carried out, 
though some were not now so necessary 
owing to the change in the habits of 
the tlouse which had been caused by 
the new Rules. He complained of the 
obstruction of the Treasury to these 
necessary reforms, When the health and 
convenience of Members of the House of 


Supply -f vil 


Commons were concerned. In the 
legislative buildings of America and 


many colonies the accommodation for 
Members was infinitely superior to that 
of the House of Commons. It would 
hardly be believed that the Committee 
which sat last year found that the 
House itself was under the care of four 
independent and separate departments. 
One dusted the table and swept the flour ; 
another dusted the galleries ; and another 
dusted the benches of the House. 
Between these departments there was a 
conflict of authority, and actually for 
years a dispute raged as to whose duty 
it was to dust under the benches of the 
House. During that period nobody 
dusted under the benches at all, and the 
air they breathed was impregnated with 
the injurious particles of the thick black 
dust which accumulated there. And 
that was the condition now unles some 
one had broken through the iron rules 
of discipline and had dusted under the 
seats. He had drawn attention to this 
point to show the enermous difficulties 
with which hon. Members had _ to 
contend in endeavouring to introduce 
any kind of reform in these matters, 
and he hoped that, as a result of the 
debate, and of the labours of the present 
First Commissioner, who had already 
effected many reforms, a new departure 
had been made. There ought to be one 
official responsible for all the ventilation, 
cleaning, housekeeping and_ general 
attendance to the affairs of the House. 
In the instance to which he had referred 
nobody was responsible, and each of the 
Departments concerned declared that the 
work did not come within its province. 
The House ought to take this matter 
into its serious consideration, and insist 
Mr. Dillon. 
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on all the rooms being placed under 
one authority, who should be responsible 
tothe Minister who was responsible to 
the House Whatever was necessary 
to make the House wholesome and as 
comfortable as possible for those who 
had to attend it ought to be done, with. 
out constant niggling over small items 
of expenditure. The recommendations of 
the Committee on the subject ought to 
be carried out, and he hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would promise to 
bring forward a comprehensive proposal 
dealing with the whole question. 


(6.33.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES 
thought there was great force in the 
remarks of the hon. Member for East 
Mayo as to the numerous authorities 
having partial power in the House. At 
one time it was part of the First 
Commissioner's duty to keep a sort of 
chandler’s shop for those who had free 
residences within the precincts. It was 
certainly true that between the Lord 
Great Chamberlain, the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, the First Commissioner of Works, 
Mr. Speaker, and the Table, there was 
a great division of authority. All sorts 
of things were being re-casted. It was 
proposed there should be a Minister of 
Commerce. He did not know whether 
the oftice of the President of the Board 
of Trade was to be abolished, but, if so, the 
present holder of that position might be 
made ranger of the Houses of Parlia- 
ment. The hon. Member for East Mayo 
had pointed out that the sanitary 
condition of the House was not what it 


should be. 


Mr. DILLON said he did not refer to 
the sanitary condition of the House, as 
he believed Sir Henry Roscoe's Commit- 
tee placed that on a good basis. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the great 
difficulty in that respect was that the 
House was built ina marsh. That wasa 
circumstance which could not be altered. 
and would, therefore, have to be endured. 
As to ventilation, he did not share the 
views of some of the hon. Members; he 
thought it was very well done. There 
was only one suggestion, which might not 
be practicable, that he would make en 
that subject. The air was drawn from 


the level of the river, with the result that 


429 


most 

introd 
could 

dock 
With 

whie h 
is bel 
the C 
presel 
new I 
had a 


| be m 


qnwis 
mone 
nuch 
dinin, 
becau 
more 
dined 


chief 





claim 
and | 
Vil., 

the é 
steat 
vem 
had i 
not li 
whos 
not v 
time. 
trequ 
hour 
confo 
a deb 
illow 
he he 
book: 
room 
low 
the | 


from 

















to, tl 
array 
great 
work 
the 1 
work 
toa 


and ; 











Dr 
Wt 
stanc 
diseu 
itssa 
upon 


a sci 





















428 


inder 
nsi!ile 
le to 
SSATY 
nd ag 
who 
with- 
items 
ns of 
ht to 
right 
e to 
posal 


VLES 
n the 
East 
ities 

At 
First 
rt of 
1 free 
t was 
Lord 
nt-at- 
orks, 
, was 
sorts 
[ was 
ter of 
ether 
Board 
0, the 
ht be 
-arlia- 
Mayo 
\itary 
iat it 


ter to 
Se, as 
nmit- 


great 
t the 
wasa 
tered, 
lured. 
e the 
5; he 
There 
nt not 
ke cn 
from 
t that 








429 Supply—Civil 


most obnoxious smells were sometimes 
introduced into the House. If the air 
wuld be drawn in from the top of the 
dock tower it would be an improvement. 
With regard to the expenditure of £5,000, 
vhich some hon. Members complained of 
s being too small, it was only right that 
the Committee should go warily under 
present circumstances. ‘The effect of the 
new Rules on the attendance at the House 
jad already been very serious, and might 
ie more so. It would, therefore, be 
ynwise to spend any large sums of 
poney. He was not at all sure that toc 
puch had not already been spent on the 
jining and kitchen accommodation, 
because, as a result of the new Rules, not 
yore than one half of those who formerly 
dined in the House now did so. His 
chief reason for rising was to make a 
aim on behalf of a large, deserving, 
ad down-trodden section of Members, 
viz, the smokers. Those who managed 
the arrangements of the House were 
meatly behind the age. They did not 
vem to appreciate the fact that smokers 
had increased, were increasing, and were 
not likely to diminish. They were those 
whose wits were so dull that they could 
not work unless they smoked at the same 
time. Speaking for himself, he had 
iequently to go the library and spend an 
hour over several books in order to 
wonfound Ministers with quotations when 
adebate came on. But no smoking was 
illowed in the library, and consequently 
ie had to purloin these frequently heavy 
ooks and do his work in the smoke- 
nom. There would be no difficulty in 
illowing smokers to use the map-room of 
the library. That room was separated 
irom, and the smoke would not penetrate 
to, the rest of the library, and if such an 
arangement were made it would be a 
great convenience to those who desired to 
work and smoke. He was speaking in 
the interest not of the idle, but of the 
vorking smoker, who had a distinct right 
toa place where he could refer to books 
indat the same time smoke. 


Dr. FARQU HARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
VW.) thought that under ordinary cireum- 
tances they ought to have an exhaustive 
discussion upon the House of Commons in 
itssanitary aspects, and it was incumbent 
upon those who had had a smattering of 
a scientific education to endeavour to 
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remove the scare promulgated some time 
ago as to the free and unrestricted opera 
tions of the universal microbe which was 
said to Le slowly but surely undermining 
the body politic. He could testify to the 
admirable manner in which the Com- 
mittee on this matter was doing its 
work, and to the golden opinions enter- 
tained of the First Commissioner for his 
care of the health and convenience of the 
House of Commons. He was surprised 
to hear that the Treasury were putting 
obstacles in the way of getting all that 
was necessary. The right hon. Gentle- 
man was to be congratulated on the im- 
provements he had effected in the venti- 
lation of the Committee rooms and 
division lobbies—a matter which had 
urgently required attention. He had 
been in the habit of bringing under the 
notice of the House their artistic decora- 
tions of which they were rather proud. 
The condition of those fine freseces in 
the Royal Gallery he was afraid was not 
quite satisfaetory, and he should like ito 
know from the right hon. Gentleman it 
Professor Church was satisfied with their 
condition, and whether, if the Professor 
desired to improve their condition, he 
would be allowed to do so. In the 
central hall there were two fine mosaics ; 
the patron saints of England and Wales 
looked down upon them, but how long 
would it be before the patron saints of 
Ireland and Scotland would fill the two 
vacant places? He wished to know 
whether his right hon. friend could find 
room for a few more decorative pictures. 
It was not necessary to have expensive 
mosaics, for they could get a very good 
design for a few hundred pounds, in a 
more modern style, which would be far 
more effective. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man could not find the money, would he 
allow private benefactors to provide it ’ 
Supposing a South African millionaire 
came forward and declared that he did 
not like the look of the House of Com- 
mons, and said he would provide funds 
to put up some more pictures, would the 
right hon. Gentleman consent to such 
pictures being put up by private 
generosity ? Some years ago they were 
promised a statue of John Bright. They 
had already got a very fine statue of Mr. 
Gladstone, which was considered a first 
class work of art, and he hoped that 
alongside of Gladstone some day would 
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be placed a statue of John Bright, who 


was one of Gladstone’s greatest com- 
panions. 
(6.50.) Mr. LODER (Brighton) asked 


if some accommodation could not be 
found for Members who wished to 
smoke and write at the same time. 
When Sir Reginald Palgrave’s residence 
in the House was vacated, it was thought 
that some of those vacant rooms would 
have been allotted to fu ther smoking 
room accommodation. At present there 
were eight or nine small rooms there 
which were empty, some of which he 
thought might be used to provide further 
smoking room accummodation. He 
thought that after certain hours of the 
day the Committee rooms upstairs might 
be used by Members who wished to 
smoke and write at the same time. Be- 
tween 9.30 and 10 o'clock upon the 
previous night he counted no less than 
68 hon. Members in the smoking room 
at the same time, although there were 
only seats for about 50. Besides the 
great discomfort, it was positively un- 
healthy, and he hoped his right hon. 
friend would give this matter his very 
serious consideration. One effect of the 
new Rules had been to diminish the num- 
her of people dining at the House, and he 
did not see why one of the present dining 
rooms, which at one time was used as a 
smoking room, should not again be de- 
voted to that purpose. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) said 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn had 
put in a plea for that much oppressed 
class, the smokers of this House. He 
wished to speak on behalf of that class 
who did not smoke and who objected to 
smoking. The hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn had indicated that his oratory was 
inspired by nicotine, and he had told 
them that unless he smoked while he was 
referring to the volumes from the library 
it would be a very great inconvenience to 
him. The speeches of the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn were always listened to 
with delight in all quarters of the House, 
and in no quarter was more attention 
paid to them than on the Front Govern- 
ment Bench. Therefore, he should be 
the last person to deprive the hon. Mem- 
ber of his source of inspiration. It would, 
however, be a very serious matter if the 
hon. Member was allowed to turn the 


Dr. Farquharson. 
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library into a smoking room. He did not 
know how far the inspiration of nicotine 
might go, but if the hon. Member intro. 
duced nicotine into the library, he also 
might draw those inspirations, and become 
a greater thorn in the side of His 
Majesty’s Government than the hon, 
Member for King’s Lynn. Of late years 
smokers seemed to have been encroaching 
more and more upon what was hefore 
neutral territory. Already there was 
one section of the dining room devoted 
to smoking after a certain hour, and he 
wished to know when these threats of 
encroachment would stop. Perhaps some 
hon. Gentleman would rise in his place 
next year and claim that they ought to 
be allowed to smoke in this House, 
[Cries of “Hear, hear.”| He believed 
there were some Parliaments in which 
smoking was allowed, notably the recent 
Parliament of the Transvaal. That Par. 
liament, however, had come to a most 
unhappy ending. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that 
smoking was permitted in the United 
States Senate. 


Mr. CROMBIE said that even the 
example of the United States Senate 
would not reconcile him to agreeing to 
hon. Members sitting round these Benches 
and smoking while Parliament was sitting 
He hoped the line would be drawn some- 
where, and that at least the library would 
be preserved from this encroachment. 


*Mr, MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes), 
although he was not a non-smoker, did 
not wish to be in the atmosphere of 
tobacco when he was not smoking, and 
complained of the accommodation at 
the House for non-smokers, and ¢@&- 
pecially of the discomforts of the 
reading room, which was a passage room, 
and the great inconvenience to whicli 
Members were subjected t!:ereby. Ii 
one were sitting under the window one 
got a draught of cold air down ones 
back. The reading room and the 
library could not be more disagreeably 
lighted. The lights were arranged in 
such a way that it was impossible to sit 
without there being a naked electric 
light flashing in one’s eyes. Surely it 
was possible to shade them and provide 
reading lamps for those who occupl 
chairs. Inthe reading room there ought 
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to beshaded reading lamps and a lower | 


light for the central table. The question 
of lighting the House of Commons was a 
grious one, for the act of sitting under 
abad light for hours had a permafiently 
injurious effect upon the eyes and was a 
very great discomfort. He hoped some- 
thin would be done to remedy this 
state of things. 


Mr.GEORGE WHITELEY (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Pudsey) hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man would see his way to putting some 
additional hat-pegs downstairs in the 
doisters. It was almost pathetic to see 
the tricks and subterfuges which hon. 
Members had recourse to to find accom- 
modation for their hats. Some had 
even to resort to hanging them upon the 
gas brackets and otherabsurd places. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
ve his way to provide a few additional 
hat pegs. 


(7.0.) Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) 
sid that they were now discussing a 
large increase of expenditure, and hon. 
Members were inclined to grumble 
because it was not larger. He did not 
say that they had every accommodation 
they should have. During the past 
threeor four days they had _ been 
debating economy, and yet hon. 
Members were urging that large sums 
should be expended on kitchens and 
dining rooms, when it was apparent that 
the new Rules were toa large extent 
doing away with the necessity for them. 
They should wait until they saw how 
the new Rules would work. He thought 
smoking was becoming rather a nuisance 
tomany of them. It was now a common 
practice for some Members to begin to 
smoke in the ladies dining room before 
the dinner was half over. That did not 
sem to him to be a reasonable thing. 
There ought to be no difficulty in allow- 
ing one or two of the large Committee 
toms to be made into additional 
smoking rooms if necessary. He hoped 
that his right hon. friend would hesitate 
tospend money on alterations. He was 
convinced that if the new Rules lasted 
the dining-room accommodation would 
ina few months be too large. 

Mr. ALLHUSEN (Hackney, Central) 
wid he had observed that the pas. 
sages radiating from the central lob- 
ty had been recently painted, and he 
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thought many hon. Members objected to 
seeing the stonework of the Houses of 
Parliament coated with paint. He 
supposed the paint was put on to conceal 
the dirty condition of the stonework, and 
asked if in future it would not be possible 
to clean the stonework by some means, 
or even leave it alone altogether, in 
preference to using paint. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said he had sometimes suggested to 
the House that there should be certain 
expenditure on their comforts, but at the 
present moment he disagreed with his 
hon. friend the Member for East Mayo. 
They were at present in very exceptional 
circumstances. He did not think that at 
atime when they had spent £200,000,000 
on war they ought to look to their own 
comforts. On the contrary he should be 
glad that so long as this war expenditure 
lasted Members should be made as 
uncomfortable here as possible. It should 
be an object lesson of what this war was 
bringing on them. He was delighted to 
hear that the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn was very much disturbed because 
he could not smoke and write and get 
the extracts for his speeches ‘n this House. 
He was delighted to hear that the 
ventilation was bad and that Members 


felt it. He was delighted to hear 
another hon. Member complain of 
the smoking room accommodation. 


Let them realise that their discomforts 
were to go on as long as the present 
abominable system of government went 
on. His hon. and learned friend the 
Member for the Dumfries Burghs had 
stated that the tax collector was the 
best schoolmaster in the world in these 
matters. Hon. Members came down 
and made grandiose speeches about 
war and patriotism, but he wanted the 
state of things to be brought home to 
them with respect to their own comfort. 
If the dining room and the smoking 
room and everything in this House was 
bad they would have to suffer, and it 
was desirable that they should do so 
when they had voted vast sums for the 
war. He thought they might have one 
of the library rooms as a reading room, 
with a supply of papers. That would 
benefit the just and the unjust, but 
as for such expenditure as was suggested 
by the hon. Member for East Mayo, he 
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was ashamed of him for making the 
proposal. He must express his horror 
at the sentiments put before the Com- 


mittee by his hon. friend. 
CoLtoneL M‘CALMONT (Antrim, E.) 
expressed the hope that something 


would be done to improve the smoking 
room accommodation. 


(7.14.) Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said the 
hon. Member for East Mayo began the 
debate by complaining that the recom- 
mendation of last session had not been 
carried out. That Committee went very 
carefully into the requirements men- 
tioned—the demand tor more smoking 
accommodation, and as to improved 
quarters for many of the officials of 
the House, who were condemned to 
work in rooms without sufficient ventila- 
tion. As tothe latter he had persuaded the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to put a sum 
in the Estimates for this year, and as to 
the former he had first to consider care- 


fully the effect of the new Rules proposed , 


by the Government. It seemed certain 
that under the new arrangement of the 
sittings of the House, less dining room 
accommodation for Members would be 
required. He had, therefore, decided 
to wait for a longer experience of the 
working of the new Rules before spend- 
ing more money in providing additional 
dining room accommodation, as it might 
be money thrown away. He regretted 
very much that he had not been able 
to carry out that portion of the scheme 
relating to the smoking room down- 
stairs, because while the number of 
diners might be reduced under the new 
Rules, the number of smokers was 
likely to be increased. Hon. Members 
who dined at home would likely return 
for their after-dinner smoke. Mention 
had been made of the wretched accom- 
modation for the telegraph operators, 
twenty of whom were squeezed into an 
office where there was barely standing 
room, and where they had to work all 
day. By arrangement with the House 
of Lords, the telegraphic operators were 


provided with another office. Every- 
thing had been done, again, that was 
necessary on health grounds for im- 
proving the accommodation of the 
staff of the kitchen. However, the 


greater portion of the scheme could not 
Mr. Labouchere. 
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be carried out, because it would haye 


involved an expenditure of £30,000. 
an expenditure which had been objected 
to from many quarters. He acknoy- 
ledged that there was still a legiti. 
matee demand for further smoking 
accommodation. He would suggest that 
it the end dining room was not being 
used it might be restored for smoking 
purposes. It was a pleasant room and 
looked out on to the river. At any rate 
no harm would be done if the experi- 
ment were tried. With regard to the 
frescoes in the building, mentioned by 
the hon. Member for West Aberdeen- 
shire, he was glad to bear testimony to 
the good work of restOration performed 
by Professor Church, and he took that 
opportunity of thanking that dis. 
tinguished man again for having placed 
his eminent services gratuitously at the 
disposal of the Board of Works. Then 
the hon. Member raised the question of 
mosaics in the central hall, and asked 
whether the Government, if they could 
not find the money to complete the 
mosaics would object to receiving a 
gift of them. This question was raised 
five or six years ago, but the Govern- 
ment were asked to lead off. The 
Government had led off. but the suggested 
donor had not yet come forward. He 
did not think there was much likelihood 
of his finding £1,000 for each further 
mosaic to fill in the vacant places ; but 
if any private Members were prepared to 
offer such mosaics the Government would 
be willing to receive contributions. His 
predecessor had given a promise in 
behalf of the Board of Works that a site 
would be found for a statue of the late 
Mr. John Bright. It would be re 
membered that a statue of Mr. Bright 
had been placed in the central hall, but 
it was so unpopular and _ unsatisfactory 
to the friends of the deceased statesman 
that the statue was removed and the 
site occupied by that of Mr. Gladstone. 
He had given a promise that a site 
would be found for a new statue of Mr. 
Bright which would meet with the favour 
of his friends. He understood that’ 4 
replica of the statue to Mr. Bright in 
Birmingham had been put in hand and 
he had given his sanction to its erection 
in the lower vestibule leading up to the 
Committee rooms. The sculptor had 
declared that the site was suitable, and 
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there every probability of the 
memorial being placed there before the 
vear was out. During the autumn the 
paint which disfigured the corridors 
would be removed and the stonework 
properly preserved. 


was 


Mr. GODDARD said that so much had 
been demanded in the way of  ex- 
pend ture to increase the comfort of 
Members that there was no opportunity 
of economising. He should, however, 
like to suggest some items that ought to 
receive the attention of the Committee. 
He referred especially to the expenditure 
fer lighting and warming. ‘The cost of 
gas, electric light, and fuel was always 
ging up; and it had increased by 
£5,000 more than it was four years ago. 
That was a serious increase, and there 
must be some explanation of it. It might 
be due to the conflict of authorities in the 
building. He should have thought that 
when the electric light was introduced the 
quantity of gas would be less. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said that the 
only reason for the increase, which he 
admitted was considerable, was that 
many more rooms were now in use, 
and therefore there was a necessity for 
more light and fuel. They were paying 
considerably less for gas than a few years 
ago, and less for the electric light. 


Mr. GODDARD asked if the electric 
light was bought. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said the 
matter had been gone very carefully 
into a few years ago, and it was 


found that it would cost less to buy 
the light than to instal the machinery 
for its production in the building. 


Vote agreed to. 


It heing half-past seven of the clock, 
the Chairman lett the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported upon 
Monday, 26th May; Committee to sit 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS (VARIOUS 
POWERS) BILL (By OrpbeER). 

As amended, considered ; to be read 

the third time. 
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138 
E BILL BUSINESS—STANDING 
RS.—CONSENTS IN CASE OF 
TRAMWAYS BILLS. 
Standing Order No. 22, relating to 
Private Business, read, as followeth :— 


Business. 


PRIVAT 
ORDE 


“In cases of Bills to authorise the laving 
down of a tramway, the promoters shall obtain 
the consent of the local authority of the 
district or districts through which it is pro- 
posed to construct such tramway, and where 
in any district there is a read authority 
distinct from the local authority, the con-ent 
of sucit road authority shall al-o he neces: ary 
in any case where power is sought to break up 
any road, subject to the jurisdiction of such 
road authority. Kor the purposes of this 
Order, in England and Scotland the local and 
road authorities shall be the local and read 
authorities for the purposes of The Tramways 
Act, 1870, except that in the case of a rural 
di-triet in Englind the rural District Council 
shall be deemed to be the local authority, and 
in Ireland the local and road authorities shall 
be the District Councils and the County 
Councils respeeively : provided that where it 
is proposed to lay down a continuous line of 
tramway in two or move distric!s, and any 
local or road authority having jurisdiction in 
any such distrets does not consent thereto, 
the consents of the local and road authority, 
or the local and road authorities having juris- 
diction over two-thirds of the length of such 
proposed line of tramway, shall be deemed to 
be sufficient. 


(9.5.) Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford): In moving the Amendments 
which stand in my name, the House 
will allow me to explain, in the first 
place, my reasons for moving them, and 
the cbject I have in view. Todo this, 
[ must ask hon. Gentlemen to go back to 
the year 1900, when they will remember 
that towards the close of the last session 
of the last Parliament, an Act was passed 
to amend the law relating to the housing 
of the working classes. ‘The Bill, it will 
he recollected, was the subject of much 
hostile criticism at the time, both in 
Parliament (not limited to one side) and 
by certain se tions of the Press, on the 
ground that it was too small, and not 
comprehensive enough to deal with so 
large and important a subject. But the 
critics, it was evident, were quite unaware 
of the extent and the width of the exist- 
ing powers already possessed by local 
authorities, or how little there was that 
was left to be done bv legislation for 
the better housing of the poor. There 
were, however, two points, both ot 
vital importance, which had _ still to 
be dealt with. One was to give to the 


local authority power to acquire land 


Q 
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beyond its own borders, which they 
coud not legally do at that time. The 
other was to provide greater facilities for 
locomotion for the workmen between 
their work and their new homes, which 
would be beyond the boundaries of the 
Metropolis. Accordingly, as the House 
will remember, the main feature of the 
Act of 1900 was to give powers for the 
first time, to local authorities to purchase 
land for the purpose of housing the poor 
outside their own area, which at that 
time it was not legal to do. That was a 
very important advance on existing 
legislation, which, [ am happy to say, 
was promptly availed of by the local 
authorities. In the Metropolis, for 
instance, the new powers were at once 
put in force; land was purchased, in 
considerable quantities, and large and 
improved schemes were prepared for 
housing the poor, and are being prose- 
cuted now. I should doubt if any Act of 
Parliament in recent years was so 
quickly followed by practical results. 
But in order to give effect to this Act 
and the intentions of its authors, the 
means of improved locomotion are 
absolutely essential, and it is in order to 
give increased facilities for this purpose 
that these Amendments to Standing 
Order 22—which [ shall ask the House 
to approve to-night—have been designed. 

Now, one way of providing these 
facilities —_and [I intend to confine 
myself strictly to that branch of the 
subject tonight—and probably the best 
way, is by ‘the tramway system, and 
there is no doubt in the world that the 
extension of that system is a matter of 
the first importance in connection with 
the great problem of housing the poor. 
At the same time, this extension, as 
matters stand now, is _ hindered, 
hampered, and checked by the existing 
provisions of the Standing Order, or by 
the action taken by certain local 
authorities under it, toa degree which 
few people are aware of, and which I 
will proceed to explain as briefly as I 
can. Now, the introduction, and still 
more, therefore, the passing of Bills 
relating to tramways, is _ strictly 
governed by the Order I refer to, 
namely, Standing Order 22, which 
was passed shortly after the year 1870. 
That Order requires that where it is 
proposed to make a tramway through 





Mr, Chaplin. 
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consent of that local authority must be 
obtained before the Bill can be intro- 
duced. And where there is a road 
authority distinct from the local author. 
ity. which is sometimes the case, the 
consent of both of them must be ob. 
tained. There is, however, one modifica- 
tion of this requirement, namely, that 
where the proposed new _ tramway 
traverses more than one district, the 
consent of the authorities having two- 
thirds of the tramway within their 
jurisdiction is sufficient. I cannot say 
that that modification has any great 
effect, because new tramways are generally 
extensions of old ones. The House will 
therefore perceive that this power to 
withhold consent is an absolute veto to 
the making of any tramway without it, 
No tramway, however desirable, or even 
necessary it may be, can ever come 
before a Committee, or before Parliament 
itself, if that consent is withheld. 

The local authorities after the passing 
of this Order were quick to perceive 
this, and some of them very soon found 
that their consent was a very valuable 
marketable commodity. Very soon 
they began to impose conditions, 
often of a most onerous character, 
and never intended by Parliament, 
as the price of their consent. The 
insertion of clauses in the Bills imposing 
every sort of obligation upon the pro- 
moters, have been and are often required, 
and, in fact, what the local authorities 
would describe as conditions, are regarded 
by the promoters, and very often, no 
doubt, with good reason, as_ neither 
more nor less than blackmail. I could 
give many instances to show to what 
extent that has been carried on. This 
has been the subject of great complaint 
for vears, to which | may say that no 
one is more alive than the Chairman of 
Committees, both in this and the other 
House of Parliament, and I do not think 
I should be going too far if I said that 
on several occasions it has led to con- 
siderable scandals. In any case it has 
added, and it does add constantly, to the 
difficulty of extending the tramway 
system, and consequently, of giving 
those increased facilities of locomotion 
which are essential and necessary for the 
working classes if they are to be housed 
in the new homes and under the system 
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that is contemplated by the Act to 
which I have referred, and which the 
House unanimously passed in the year 
1900. I should add that London, with 
its gigantic population, is specially 
affected by the present state of things, 
because in London the local authority, 
that is, the County Council, unlike 
nearly all the local authorities in the 
country, is not the road authority, whose 
consent must always be obtained. 

That was the position in which this 
question was left after the passing of the 
Act of 1900, and accordingly, upon the 
Third Reading of that measure, 
[ made this statement on _ behalf 
of the Government on the 12th of 
July in that year, because we regarded 
it as a necessary complement to the 
effective working of the Act of 1900, 
that these means and facilities should 
be provided. After referriug to the 
subject of cheap trains, on which | said 
that my right hon. friend the President 
of the Board of Trade, now the Home 
Secretary, had recently explained, with 
reference to cheap trains, to a deputation 
of the County Council which waited on 
him and myself, that all that was wanted 
could be done without legislation, I went 
on to say this— 


The Member for Battersea, however, has 
raised another question more important than 
cheap trains. He has pointed ont what is 
the fact, that under Standing Order 22, very 
great difficulties may be placed in the way of 
the County Council in London, in case they 
wish to make a tramway beyond their area. 
The effect of that Order is that the consent of 
any outside authority is an absolute condition 
before any Bill can even be introduced. My 
tight hon. friend and myself have considered 
this question most carefully, and after a con- 
ference with the Chairman of Committees in 
both Houses, I am ina position to say that the 
Government are willing to make such altera- 
tions in that Standing Order and propose them 
in due course, as will modify those restrictions, 
and allow the question to be brought before 
Parliament, and leave to the Committee the 
decision as to whether the matter should go 
forward or not.” 


That was a very distinct pledge, and 
that statement was made with the full 
sanction of my then colleague in the 
Cabinet at the time, and when nothing 
was done in this matter last Session, | 
reminded the Government, first in private 
and then in public, of the obligations we 
had come under, and which I regarded as 
till binding on myself as well as on them. 


I apprehend, however, and I can per- 
fectly well understand it, that the very 
great press of other business has _pre- 
vented their dealing with this question 
up till now, and I have therefore pro- 
posed the Amendments to the Standing 
Order now on the Paper in fulfilment 
of the pledge which was given at the 
time of the passing of the Act, and I 
think I can explain almost in a sentence, 
what the effect ot those changes will be. 


At present, as I have already shown, 
if the consent of the local authority, 
through whose area the tramway passes, 
is withheld, however unreasonably, it is 
an absolute veto, even to the introduction 
of a Bill. What I propose by my Amend- 
ment is this, that, instead of an absolute 
veto, proof shall be given before the 
Committee on the Bll that the pro- 
moters have either obtained the consent 
of the local authority, or that it has 
been withheld, and that if in the opinion 
of the Committee such consent has 
been unreasonably withheld, and ought 
to be dispensed with, they shall report 
accordingly. The Standing Order will 
then read as follows— 


** 22. In cases of Bills to authorise the laying 
down of a tramway ‘ proof shall be given before 
the Committee on the Bill that’ the promoters 
‘have either obtained’ the consent of the local 
authority of the district, or districts, through 
which it is proposed to construct such tramway, 
and where in any district there is a road 
authority distinct from the local authority, 
the consent ‘also’ of such road authority in 
any case where power is sought to break up 
any road subject to the jurisdiction of such 
road authority, ‘or that the consent of such 
local or road authority has been withheld, and 
if in the opinion of the Committee such consent 
has been unreasonably withheld, and ought to 
be dispensed with, the Committee shall report 
accordingly. Any such local or road authority 
shall be entitled to petition, and be heard 
against the Bill.’” 


Now I hope I have been able to make 
clear to the House both the object | 
have in view and the effect of the Amend- 
ments which | move. It will be for the 
House, and the House alone, to decide 
whether I have made out a case for the 
reform which I propose or not. 

I should add that these proposals are 
the outcome of conferences between the 
two Chairmen of Committees and myself 
on more than one occasion, and for my 
part, 1am unable to see what valid ob- 
jection can be urged against them. It 
may be urged that they may possibly lead 


Q 2 











445 Private Bill 
to attempts to make tramways in districts 
and localities where they are both ob- 
jectionable and unneeded, but surely a 
Committee, after hearing all the evidence, 
should be the best judge of that, and 
may be relied on to deal with proposals 
of that nature. In any case it seems to 
me that that would be an evil infinitely 
less grave than the objections to the 
present system which I have endeavoured 
to put before the House. I believe the 
House will view with entire favour the 
object which | have in view, and | 
earnestly hope they will support me in 
the proposals which I now submit in 
order to give effect to it. | beg to 
move. 





Amendment proposed— 

‘In lines 1 and 2, to leave out the words, 
‘the promoters shall obtain,’ and insert the 
words, ‘proof shall be given before the Com- 
mittee on the Bill that the promoters have 
either obtained.’ ”—(Mr. Chaplin.) 


(Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Standing Order.” 


*(9.39.) Str ALBERT ROLLIT 
(Islington, 8.) : No one acquainted with 
my right hon. friend will be surprised 
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difficult to prove whatever the source 
they originate from, and it is to be 
regretted that they have been made 
in this case. Whatever may be the 
force of opinion behind the right hon, 


Gentleman, I think the House should 
know that there is a very strong feeling 


on the part of the local authorities against 
it. The right hon, Gentleman has spoken 
in avery light way of the local authorities, 
but I have been requested to represent 
my own constituency of Islington in this 
matter, a borough with a rateable value of 
£2,000,000 sterling, and a population of 
400,000, probably as much as that of the 
largest county boroughs in the country, 


, and I need not assure the House that it 
_has the deepest interest in the matter of 
tramways which might be proposed to be 


_ miles. 


that he has brought this matter before | 


the House, because, at the time he was in 
ottice, he gave something in the nature 
of a pledge to take this course at the 
earliest opportunity. If the House is 
not seized of the whole subject, this is 
not attributable in any degree to any 
want of perspicuity with which the right 


| asked 


made within its area, which extends many 
These local authorities have taken 
exception to this proposed change, and 
there we have a weight of authority and 
opinion which is certainly not a neglig- 
able quantity. The Municipal Corpora- 
tions Association has also resolved 
against the proposed change, and has 
me to represent its views. I 
would remind the House that the 
Standing Order has now existed for 
a long time, and that the onus 
is on those who propose that it 
should be altered or modified. The 
effect of the Standing Order, as it exists 
at present, is, | admit, to give these 
large boroughs in the Metropolis, and 


‘throughout the country, what they 
/esteem in the highest degree—control 
over their own roads and streets. They 


hon. Gentleman has placed the matter | 


before us. 
I wish to take exception. The right 
hon. Gentleman has suggested that the 
local authorities have been guilty of black- 
mail. That is a charge easy to make, 
but difficult to prove or disprove, and I 
very much doubt if the right hon. 
Gentleman could prove it. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I did not make the 
charge myself. I said that these con- 
ditions as laid down were regarded by the 
promoters 2s blackmail. 


*Sm ALBERT ROLLIT understood 
the right hon. Gentleman to say that he 
would be able to prove it if he had the 
time of the House. Such charges are 


Mr. Chaplin. 


But there is one point to which | 


at least act as the statutory road 
authority, and when it is suggested that 
they levy blackmail, or take an undue 
view of their own rights, I would answer 
that they are deeply interested in these 
tramways, and that they are as anxious 
for proper locomotion as anyone can 
possibly be, and most anxious to pro- 


mote better housing of the poor. 
Any proposal which has grounds 
'to recommend it carries with it the 


approval of the local authority, and 
it is only when serious objection is taken 
to a proposal on the ground of con 
venience, or improper lines in narrow 
thoroughfares, and the like, that the 
local authorities been brought 
into conflict with promoters and others. 
The very essence of local government 


have 
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is that it should be local. Persons 
in the locality have a knowledge of local 
affairs, and have the experience and the 
opportunity for forming the best judg- 
ment; and, to my mind, it is a contra- 
diction in terms to come to a Committee 
of this House, and ask it to act at 
ariance with local feeling upon sucha local 
matter as the construction of a tramway. 
lhe local authorities are the persons who 
have the best means and the best right 
ty express an opinion. It is said that 
there have been attempts to blackmail 
ind the like. On the other hand, efforts 
have been constantly made to promote 
lines of tramways which did not meet | 
with local or general recommendation. 
While such works are constantly and 
tightly proposed for private profit, 
nd while every disposition should 
be shown to encourage private enter- 


prise, it is very well for the ecom- 
nunity that there are local bodies 
with local knowledge which are able 


to consider whether these enterprises are | 
for the. public interest or not. Surely 
the road authority is the one which has | 
the best means of forming a judgment. 
[think we in London have had sufficient 
experience of the need of power to| 
local authorities to prevent interference 
with their public streets, and if this 
system, under which numberless bodies, 
sme of them representing the State, | 
some of them representing local author- | 
ities, and some of them representing 
private enterprise, are to ply without 
any real control at all, there will be not 
only inconvenience but great loss and 
danger. A Member of our own House 
only last year fell a victim to such a} 
system as that. 


I would ask whether my right hon. 
friend’s Amendment to the Standing 
Order is based on sound principles. He 
askks—Whv should any one fear going to 
a Committee of this House? There is no 
reason to fear a desire to do aught else 
than justice on the part of this House. I 
know of nothing better than the adminis- 
tration of the private business of this 
House in the past, so far as doing justice 
to conflicting interests is concerned. But 
what would be the eifect of taking away 
the veto of the local authority, and 
sending the question to the Committee 
ot this House? Why, the officials 
and witnesses of corporations would be 
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constantly brought up to this House 
in crowds, and, granting time and a 
determination on the part of the Com- 
mittee to do justice, how is the Committee 
to get the necessary local knowledge ? 
Under the Light Railways Act, a local 
inquiry is held. There is reason in that, 
because the Commissioners are able to 
ascertain all the facts; but with every 
desire, how can a Committee of this 
House arrive at a similar result? Then 
there is the question of expense. | ask 
the House to seriously consider the 
burden which would be placed on local 
authorities, which would have the effect of 
over-capitalising undertakings and making 
them profitless. If that principle had been 
borne in mind when our railways were 
being constructed, there would now be a 
better return from them than there is. 
I would ask the House to consider the 
amount of money now spent by local 


| authorities on private Bill legislation. — It 


amounts to no less than £790,000 every 
That is a burden on the com- 
munity, and is a danger to public 
enterprise. Is it seriously proposed that 
officials and witnesses are to be brought 
up from all parts of the country to a 
Committee of this House in order to 
discuss, not at a purely local inquiry, 
questions which involve delay, trouble, 
and cost, and a burden on the very 
enterprises which my right hon. friend 
is anxious to promote. What has 
happened ? Take one case, in which the 


| London County Council in one session 


promoted some fifteen Bills, ten of which 
were taken exception to by the local 
authorities. If in all these cases, the 
local authority had been called upon to 
come before a Committee of this House, 


'and to give evidence, the delay would he 


very great, and the cost would be 
enormously increased. I ask the House 
to say that these are local matters. I ask 
the House, as is proposed under the 
Edueation Bill, to trust the local author- 
ities ; and although there may have been 
charges of blackmail—I know of none, 
though there may have been a_ few 
instances—I believe the local authorities, 
as a whole, are animated by a spirit of 
fairness, and a full regard for what they 
helieve to be the public interests. I shall 
be glad, if any question on this point 
is raised, if the President of the Local 
Government Board will state whether 
he thinks there is or is not any 
foundation for such a suggestion. | 
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believe this proposal is at variance 
with municipal principle. I believe that 
the municipal authorities have a right 
to the management of their own streets 
They are admitted to be the road 
authorities, and i believe it is in the 
public interest, and for the public benefit 
and convenience, that such should be 
the case. I am convinced on commerce al 
grounds that if this cost is added to the 
cost which at present has to be incurred 
for the construction of works of this 
character, it will be a very serious in- 
cubus on enterprises of the kind, and 
the change a most unwise one on both 
public and private grounds. 


*(9.40.) Mr. JOHN BURNS: The 
right hon. Gentleman the ex-President 
of the Local Government Board con- 
sidered it his duty, both on account of 
his official promise, and his expressed 
sympathy with the housing and rapid | 
transit problem, to move the Amendment 
of the Standing Order that relates to 
the promotion of tramway projects, and 
he also considered it his duty, no doubt | 
out of sincere regard for the housing of | 





the people, to revive the promise he | 


made in this House about eighteen | 
months ago. On the face of it, the 
Amendment moved by the right hon. | 
Gentleman appears to be a move in the | 
right direction; but I appeal to the | 
House not to be carried away by the 
very plausible speech delivered by the 
right hon. Gentleman, but to look at it | 
once, twice, and thrice. If this Amend- | 
ment be carried, what will be the per- 
manent disability that it will inflict on 
every local authority in England, Ire- 
land, Scotland, and Wales? J venture 
to think that if the House seriously re- 
flects, as I believe it will, on the effect 
of this suggested Amendment, it will 
retain the existing Standing Order rather 
than enter on the dangerous course 
which the right hon. Gentleman asks 
us to embark tonight. It is not claimed 
for any political party in this House—it 
would be an unfair claim to advance— 
that it has a monopoly of sympathy 
either with the housing of the poor or 
rapid transit. We are all agreed, I am 
glad to say, that if the housing difficulty 
is to be dealt with effectively in large 
cities and towns, and particularly in 
London, there must be greater facilities 


Sir Albert Rollit. 
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for bond fide promoters of railways, 
“tubes,” and tramways. But I do not 
believe that bondi fide promoters, be they 
engaged in private enterprise or on 
behalf of local authorities, want. this. 
Amendment ; and, what is more, if they 
did ask for it, at the cost of over-riding 
local sentiment, local control, local veto, 
and local supervision, then they would 
be asking for that which the circum. 
stances did not demand, which would 
operate to the public detriment, and 
which the House of Commons ought 
not to grant. 


What is the difficulty? 
illustrate the way in which the 
present Standing Order does not 
operate justly and fairly in some respects, 
and I can bestshow the injustice which will 
be inflicted on the local authority under 
the proposed Amendment, by giving the 
facts; and I would ask Metropolitan 
Members to follow me. In three sessions 
thirty-eight proposals for tramway 
extensions and improvements have been 
Councils in 
London. In nearly all these cases the 
veto, in my opinion, was unreasonably 
exercised. Some of the vetoes by 
Borough Councils of County Couneil 
projects have been unreasonable; some 
nave been factious and some have been 
almost on the verge of blackmailing the 
tramway authorities for local street 
improvements to an extent that the 
Borough Councils ought not to have 
been guilty of. In consequence of the 
unreasonable veto of some of the Borough 
Councils, thirty-eight proposals for 
tramway extensions have been vetoed, 
thirty-five double miles of tramway 
traction have been refused, and conse- 
quently denied to London during the 
last three years. That is a very serious 
condition of things, and it can only be 
got over by tolerant and more har- 
monious relations between the County 
Councils and the Borough Councils ; and 
I should infinitely prefer that, with its 
temporary shortcomings, to the course 
of the right hon. Gentleman. Certain 
it is that the present obstruction by 
Borough Councils cannot continue. The 
condition of things has been a scandal 
in the past, is a disgrace to the present, 
and ought to be avoided in the future. 
The effect of these vetoes has been that 
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tramway extensions had been delayed, 
that tramway improvements had been 
deferred, and that useful street improve- 
ments had been abandoned; and the result 
is that we have in London a great deal of 
friction, enhanced cost to ratepayers, 
and delay in tramway and street im- 
provements to an extent not creditable 
either to the central authority or the 
local authorit-es, who have been the chief 
offenders. I would wish to _ see 
the local authorities abandoning their 
unreasonable attitude, when it is 
unreasonable; but the right hon. 
Gentleman seeks to coerce them 
and intimidate them, not in the interests 
of the County Council, which is their 
own interest as well, but, I believe, as 
experience will prove absolutely, in the 
interest of the private promoter. If this 
veto were removed in the way sug- 
gested, you would have solicitors walk- 
ing about London with prospectuses 
in their pockets and saying to promoters 
and the public, “* Oh,the veto is removed, 
you do not want the consent of the 
local authority, you can promote your 
Bill.” Then a certain number of names 
are put upon the prospectus, and it is 
not difficult to get names, especially 
highly decorated names, for the pros- 
pectuses of tramway enterprises. Given 
a more or less bogus tramway scheme— 
and there have been several rejected this 
year—not requiring the consent of the 
local authority, it would come before a 
Parliamentary Committee withcut the 
stamp of approval of the district through 
which it run upon it. I speak with 
all respect of Parliamentary Committees, 
but they cannot be expected to have that 
minute local knowledge that is necessary 
in such cases, and which only the local 
authority ought to be called upon to 
exercise, 


What does the right hon. Gentle- 


man’s Amendment mean? It does 
not mean, as he assumes falsely, that in 
the interests of tramway extension, the 
consent of the local authorities should 
be altogether abolished. That isa serious 
thing; and irritating though the Borough 
Councils have been to the County 
Council, I am not disposed to go so far 
with him. If the veto were abolished 
grave injustice would be done to local 
communities. They would be put to 
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the needless expense of employing 
solicitors and counsel, and _ sending 
town clerks, surveyors and engineers 
to watch the scheme, which, with the 
right they now enjoy, would not be 
necessary, because, by Resolution, they 
would say, ‘‘We know best about this, 
we will not incur the expense of £3,000 
or £4,000; we will veto it under the 
existing Standing Order.” If the 
right hon. Gentleman’s Amendment 
is carried, this will be done away with, 
and the local authorities will be placed 
absolutely at the mercy of the company 
promoter, who will schedule each town 
and area as the happy hunting ground 
for speculative enterprise against the 
wishes of the local authorities. The way 
out of this difficulty, if there is a difhi- 
culty, is not by removing the veto of 
the Borough Councils, although it has 
been abused. There is a more excellent 
way than this in London, and that is to 
prevent a local road authority vetoing an 
elected central tramway authority. Fail- 
ing that, I trust that Metropolitan 
Members, whatever their politics may 
be, will bring pressure to bear on their 
respective Borough Councils, to look 
upon tramway traction, not as a local, 
but as a Metropolitan affair. Battersea 
should not be factiously allowed to 
prevent the people of Lambeth from 
having access to Wandsworth Common, 
simply because tne Wandsworth Borough 
Council, for political reasons, dislikes the 
London County Council. I believe 
the London County Council will do 
its best to reciprocate such action 
from the Metropolitan point of view, as 
it has invariably tried to do. Wherever 
the County Council has tried to extend 
a tramway it has generously contributed 
to local street improvements, an action 
which has not been reciprocated by the 
Borough Councils as it should have 
been. But I believe that a better spirit 
is growing up in London. Much of the 
political and fractious opposition which 
was generated in the Borough Councils 
against the County Council is dying out. 
It is useless, dangerous, and ought to be 
abolished, and I am glad to say it is 
rapidly diminishing. 


Doesthe right hon. Gentleman see where 
his Amendment would lead us to? Let me 
givemy view. London, | am sorry tosay, 


Business. 
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is shametully behind in all forms of 
communication. Its ‘bus services, re- 
latively superior though they are to the 
services in other towns and cities, have 
not been as good as they might be, the 
tramway system has been very bad 
indeed, while the underground railway 
system has been simpiy disgraceful and 
intolerable. But if we do not watch it, 
instead of suffering from the defects of 
under-competition and bad services, as in 
the past, weare onthe eve of suffering from 
too much competition, and unreasonable 
schemes by unscrupulous promoters upon 
whose head the hand of Parliament 
should rest pretty heavily, or the veto 
of the local authorities should — be 
increased. If any hon. Member visits 
the special Committee room where 
“tube” and tramway schemes are being 
dealt with at present, he will find that 
London has been scheduled by alien 
capitalists with foreign desires and 
external interests as a happy hunting 
ground —a sort of Tom Tiddler’s ground 
in which Jews only may pick up gold and 
silver. I am glad to say that a Com- 
mittee of both Houses has been engaged 
during the last few weeks in rejecting 
some of these “tube” and tramway 
schemes on the broad ground that they 
are promoted, not for genuine invest- 
ment, against which I have no complaint, 
but by promoters who wish to make 
profit out of their promotion, construc- 
tion, and equipment, and then unload on 
the simple British public schemes that 
ought never to have been sanctioned. 
These schemes of tubes and tramways 
are now being projected everywhere 
without any regard to local or general 
convenience of London at all, with the 
result that we are getting tubes 
tramways unco-ordinated one with the 
other, and there is needless competi- 
tion and needless expenditure. If this 
state of things is allowed to go on, 
necessary tramways and tubes will not 
only be over capitalised, but existing 
locomotion will be labouring under a 
heavy and unnecessary burden. | 
shudder to think what London will be- 
come if this Amendment of the Standing 
Order is agreed to, with Mr. Vierpont 
Morgan in the saddle anxious to buy 
up all the tubes and tramways which 
he desires to put his hands on at the 
present moment, and with the Local 


Mr. John Burns. 
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Authority deprived of its local control. 
If the London County Council has to 
choose between overcoming the Borough 
Councils’ objections and letting in the 
company promoters, their choice is al- 
ready made. They would rather have 
the devil they knew than the devil 
they wot not of in the shape oi the com- 
pany promoter. The right hon. Gentle. 
man ought to be more far-seeing in this 
matter. If the Borough Councils’ veto 
is removed the matter will not stop as 
tramways. The same principle will be 
applied to electric light. water, light 
railways, and what harm may not then 
be done by over competition in the 
public streets without a corresponding 
public benefit 7? At present the Borough 
Council can buy out tramways, electric 
light, and other private companies, be- 
cause there is regulation and control in 
defined areas, but if this veto is removed 
it will result in the endless tearing up 
of the streets, to the detriment of London, 
without the veto of the Borough 
Council. Last year there were 250 
private Bills passed, involving an ex- 
penditure of £96,000,000, It is im- 
possible that Members of Parliament 
should be posted in all the details of 
those Bills, but at the present time 
there is some guarantee that those 
Bills have been properly and adequately 
discussed by the local authority, as with- 
out their consent the scheme cannot pre- 


' ceed, and that is a guarantee ol local 


requirements having been met. If this 
Amendment be carried there will be 
no veto and no control by the local 
authority, and no guarantee that a Bill 
has been adequately discussed, with the 
result that there will be interminable 
discussions in the House on Second and 
Third Readings, because no one will know 
what the real views of the local authority 
are. Another objection to the Amend- 


‘ment is that it would place the local 


authorities more than ever at the mercy 
of private companies in regard t) the 
opening up of the streets, the evil results 
of which we have seen in Piccadilly 
Circus and the Strand. 


(10.2.) Mr. HALSEY (Hertfordshire, 
Watford) as a member of the Standing 
Orders Committee, before which a good 
many of these tramway questions had 
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come, and also as representing a county 
council whose interests would have been 
affected if the proposal of his right 
hon. friend had been in operation, op- 
pesed the Amendment. He yielded to 
no one in admitting the importance of 
this question in connection with the 
problem of the housing of the working 
dasses, but at the same time he thought 
it was only fair and reasonable that the 
local authorities should have some power 
of control over tramways. If his right 
hon. iriend’s Amendment were carried, 
the effect on rural districts would be 
erious. Whenever a tramway was 
proposed in a country district, though 
the scheme might be a bogus one, the 
infortunate rural authority would be 
obliged to come up before a Committee 
ff the House to oppose the tramway. 
the proposal would almost double the 
work of the Private Bill Committees. 
He believed that in cases in which con- 
sent was withheld the allegation would 
uniformly be made that it was unreason- 
ably withheld. Moreover, he thought 
that in an epoch of local _ self- 
government we ought to trust the 
authorities even if they occasionally 
made mistakes. In the event of the 
House considering that some appeal 
was necessary, he would like to see 
some such system resorted to as that 
which was adopted in reference to Pro- 
visional Order Bills, involving the hold- 
ing of a local inquiry. A local inquiry 
was far less inconvenient and expensive, 
and much more likely to arrive at the 
real truth of the case, than an inquiry 
before a Committee of the House in 
london. As a final reason against 
making any alteration at this moment, 
he pointed out that great changes had 
just been made inthe Rules of Pr ocedure, 
the effect of which could not yet be 
judged, and that a promise had been 
given that a Committee should inquire 
into the whole subject of private Bill 
procedure. 


Mr. J. W. LOWTHER (Cumberland, 
Penrith): I think the House has some- 
what lost touch with the reasons which 


induced my right hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Sleaford to bring forward this 
Amendment. The case he made was 
that, in the interest of the tramway 
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schemes for bringing working peopl« 
from their places of residence to the 
centre of a big city like London, the 
veto which now rests with the local 
authorities of intervening districts 
should no longer be allowed to prevail. 
We have heard something tonight of 
blackmail by certain local authorities 
[ do not think it is necessary to go into 
that, although [ daresay that if we 
were to examine very closely some of 
the Bills which have been  betore 
Parliament during the last few years 
we might find cases to which that term 
would. not be wholly inapplicable. 
Whether that is likely or not, what we 
want to do is to see that justice is done 
as between the parties. The hon. Member 
for Battersea seemed to think that all 
tramway promoters were bad and all 
local authorities good. I do not quite 
share that view. There are good and 
bad promoters of tramway schemes, and 
good and bad local authorities. Our 
object is that justice should be done 
between these parties, and | dv not 
think that justice is done when one of 
the parties is judge in its own case. 
Where a local authority is enabled to 


put its foot down on a scheme and veto 
it, the promoters 0! that scheme never 
get a chance of bringing their scheme 
before the public, or of obtaining the 
assent of this House to it, or of getting 
conditions inserted such as Parliament 


would approve. I was certainly some- 
what astonished at the conclusion to 
which the hon. Member for Battersea 
came. As I listened to the facts he 
narrated to the House, | expected at 
the close he would pronounce himself 
in favour of the Amendment of the 
Standing Order. No doubt he is divided 
in his allegiance. As a London County 
Councillor he favours, or feels he ought 
to favour, this Amendment, but, as repre- 
senting the interests of the borough 

which Battersea finds u place, he feels it 
to be his duty to support their interests 
in this House. But what did he tell the 
House? That since the Metropolitan 
Boroughs were established two or three 
vears ago, there had been no less than 
thirty-eight cases in which the Borough 
Councils had exercised their power of 
veto. and that in all those cases the 
consent of the local authorities wis 


unreasonably withheld. 
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Mr. JOHN BURNS: In many cases. 


Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: I understood 
the hon. Member to say that in all those 
thirty-eight cases the consent was un- 
reasonably withheld. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: Hear, hear! 


Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: The hon. 
Member assents to that. That seems to 
me rather a strong order. He went on 
to speak of the terribly backward state 
in which London finds itself in the 
matter of communication. There I 
thoroughly agree with him. But how 
is that backward state to be remedied 
by allowing interposing local authorities 
to exercise this power of veto? It 
seems to me that the only way to 
advance the welfare of the public in that 
regard is to allow the matter to come 
before Parliament, and there let the 


matter be decided in the interests of the | 


public, regardless of the interests of the 
individual parties. The hon. Member 
used the word “co-ordination.” How 
in the name of goodness are you to get 
co-ordination when you allow one local 
authority to interpose its veto upon, and 
thereby stop, a wholly beneficent scheme 
in that respect? [ admit there are great 
difficulties in the way of cost; I admit 
there will be greater expense. | admit 
that evil, but 1 think it is a still greater 
evil to leave things in their present 
state. Under the Light Railways Act no 
power of veto is permitted to the local 
authorities through whose district the 
proposed light railway is to run. It is 
true there is a local inquiry, but I am 
not certain that a local inquiry is more 
likely to arrive at a proper decision than 
an inquiry held here. I have more faith 
in the Committees of the House of 
Commons than in the inspectors of 
various Government Departments. I 
will not put the case higher than that. 
I have the most absolute faith in the 
decisions given by Committees here. 
I believe it is their intention—an inten- 
tion almost always carried out—to do 
absolute justice, and I do not see how 
that end is to be arrived at if you allow 
one of the parties to the dispute to inter- 
pose a veto and prevent a scheme being 
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even considered by Parliament. For 
these reasons, although I object on the 
score of expense, I think the balance 
lies in favour of the change proposed by 
my right hon. friend, and if he goes to 
a division I shall support him in the 
lobby. 


*(10.25.) Mr. BLAK E(Longford.S.)asked 
what were the interests really involved? 
If they were exclusively those of the 
local authority or of the district under 
its jurisdiction it was not unreasonable 
that that body should have an arbitrary 
veto, but if larger interests were con- 
cerned it was neither logical nor reason- 
able that that should be the case, and 
there ought to be some means devised 
whereby those larger interests should be 
investigated and the local authority pre- 
vented from absolutely disposing of the 
| question of whether or not there should 
/be a means of communication between 
/one point and another. That was the 
whole essence of the matter. There 
appeared to be some inconsistency in 
the speech of the hon. Member for Batter- 
|sea. ‘The facts as stated seemed to point 
to a different conclusion from that at 
‘which the hon. Member had arrived. 
'If there had been thirty-eight cases in 
| which large public interests, affectingthe 
centre and the parts far beyond the 
centre of this great aggregate of popula- 
tion, had been checked and hampered by 
the absolutely uncontrollable veto of 
| intervening local authorities, that was an 
| argument for a change in, rather than 
for a continuance of, the existing state of 
things. It wasa somewhat extravagant 
view to take of the importance of a 
local authority to say that it should 
dominate, not merely its own concerns, 
| but also those larger concerns appertain- 
| ing to the areas on either side of its own 
| district. Let it defend its own interests 
| before some impartial tribunal against 
unauthorised incursions into, or unreason- 
able interference with, its own domain 
without due regard to the interests of 
the people, but let it not be an absolute 
and unchecked barrier to the free 
communication between, and passage Of, 
the population from one side to the 
other. It appeared to him that, unless 
some better scheme could be devised, 
notwithstanding the increased facilities 
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to be given to promoters, and the 
greater cost which in some cases would 
be incurred, the suggested Amendment 
ought to be adopted. 


(10.32.) CapTain JESSEL (St. Pancras, 
S.) thought the feeling of London on this 
matter ought to be expressed. The hon. 
Member tor Battersea had referred to 
thirty-eight cases in which the consent 
of the lucal authority had been, in his 
view, unreasonably withheld. Doubtless 
everyone whose scheme had been refused 
thought the refusal unreasonable, but 
surely the best judges in the matter were 
the local authorities. This Amendment 
had been brought forward with a view 
to facilitating the construction of tram- 
ways from the suburbs through the centre 
of a town. How would that affect 
London? Such tramways would be 
welcomed, but unfortunately there was 
the physical difficulty that the streets 
were too narrow, and that was generally 
the reason the local authorities had 
refused their consent to proposed schemes. 
He was glad to find himself in agreement, 
though from rather different reasons, with 
the hon. Member for Battersea on this 
matter. Last year a deputation of the 
Mayors of Metropolitan Borough Councils 
waited on the Chairman of Committees in 
another place and strongly protested 
against any alteration in the Standing 
Order, and he believed that every 
Borough Council in London joined in 
that protest. At present if a Borough 
Council refused its consent that 
was an end to the matter. But 
what would happen if this Amendment 
were carried ? Supposing the London 
County Council and one of the Borough 
Councils disagreed. Year after year 
some of the ratepayers of London would 
be fighting each other with each other’s 
money, with the usual result that the 
party with the longest purse would win. 
Was that a desirable state of affairs ? 
Then, if a scheme had been thrown 
out, what length of time was to elapse 
before the promoters could bring forward 
another scheme? Endless expense would 
be involved. London as a whole did 
not desire the change, as they believed 
the local authorities were the best judges 
of local requirements. He therefore 
hoped the Amendment would not be 
carried. 
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Sir JOHN DORINGTON (Gloucester- 
shire, Tewkesbury) pointed out that there 


' was no necessity for coming to Parliament 
'at all. 


In order that there might be a 
cheaper method of procedure Parliament 
had prescribed a method of making 
tramways or light railways under 
provisional order. Under the Tramways 
Act there was an absolute veto ; under 
the Light Railways Act there was no 
veto at all. It was perfectly open to 
a promoter to proceed under the one 
Act or the other just as he pleased. 
Some thought the Light Railway Act 
was too easy, while the Tramways Act 
was too severe. He took it that the 
object of the Standing Order was to 
discourage people from not using the 
powers which Parliament had given 
them of having a local inquiry in the 
particular district concerned and having 
the thing there decided by a-much 
cheaper tribunal, and, in the sense 
that it was on the spot and persons 
belonging to the district could make 
their views known before it, a better 
tribunal. In that way local authorities 
were not put to the immense cost of 
coming to Parliament. If the Standing 
Order were altered promoters would be 
encouraged not to take the course 
prescribed by Parliament—viz., that 
of proceeding under provisional orders 
with the result that the expense would 
be greatly increased. He should there- 
fore oppose the Amendment. 


*(10.39.) Str J. DICKSON-POYNDER 
(Wiltshire, Chippenham) thought that if 
the suggestion of the hon. Baronet were 
carried out it would be necessary to 
change the Gentlemen at present act- 
ing as Light Railway Commissioners, 
because experience had shown that those 
Gentlemen were very aversetosanctioning 
any light railways within the Metropolis 
or its confines. He was thoroughly in 
agreement with the object of the mover 
of the amendment, but he believed the 
results of the alteration would be worse 
than the existing evils, and he would 
therefore be compelled reluctantly to vote 
against the proposal. He did not agree 
that unnecessary obstacles had not been 
placed in the way of promoters. Of 
recent years tramways schemes had been 
delayed and stopped most unreasonably. 
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In a Bill at’ present under consideration 
by a Committee of the House, out of 
fifteen schemes promoted by the London 
County Couneil, no less than ten had 
had to be abandoned on account of this 
veto. In fact, it might be said that 
tramway extension in London had been 
at a standstill for the past ten years. 
The hon. Member tor Battersea com- 
menced his speech by saying the Borough 
Councils had been arbitrarily vetoing 
these and wound up by 
declaring that in spite of that, they must 
leave the power in the hands of these 
Councils, to go on exercising this veto. 


schemes. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS explained that 
what he said was that if he had to 
choose between the indiscriminate action 
of promoters and educating Borough 
Councils out o! their at present often 
unreasonable mood, he would preter the 
latter. The electors would very quickly 
bring their own Borough Councils to 


book. 


*Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER did not 
desire to misrepresent the hon. Member, 
but he thought the real reason he had 
taken the line he had was that this 
power of veto was not limited to the 
Borough Councils, but extended to the 
London County Council, so that if the 
Amendment were carried, it would apply 
to the latter as well as to the former. 
Ile had often been told he was an undue 
advocate of the London County Council. 
He probably thought there was more 
good in that body than did many of his 
hon. friends, but at the same time he 
was by no means blind to its defects. 
That body had laid down a principle — 
from which under no circumstances 
would it deviate—that all tramway 
schemes within the area of the County, 
should belong solely to the County 
Council. If Borough Councils had in the 
past been arbitrary in the exercise of this 
power of veto on schemes promoted by the 
London County Council, so also had the 
latter body been most arbitrary in veto- 
ing schemes, many of them most admir- 
able schemes, promoted by private 
companies. The law as embodied in 
Standing Order No. 22 did undoubtedly 
embarrass tramway extension in London, 

Sir J. Dickson-Poynder. 
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but the question was what was to be 
done to remedy the evil? He could not 
aecept the proposed amendment, because 
it would entirely remove the check 
imposed by the Standing Order. He 
took this line in the interests of the 
House itself. The Standing Order had 
been a great protection against super- 
fiunous measures being introduced into 
the House, and in these days, when 
the great ery was for the devolution 
ot local matters, it seemed strange that 
they should be asked to consent to a 
proposal by which the private legislation 
introduced into the House would be 
increased three-fold. Having said so 
much he should like to make a sugges- 
tion, and it was that they should not 
consent to the removal of this veto until 
something better had been substituted in 
its place. He felt himself that a Borough 
Council was not the best authority to deal 
with this matter, for it must take a local 
view, and all that necessary to 
influence the council, as a rule, was that 
some half dozen trontagers should come 
forward in opposition to a scheme. It 
was necessary in order to grapple with 
this great problem to have a compre- 
hensive system of locomotion between 
the North, South, East, and West of 
London. They must not allow any local 
prejudices to be placed in the way of 
legitimate schemes being promoted in 
this House. He should like to see this 
Standing Order altered, for he did not 
believe the Borough Council was the 
proper authority to give a decision upon 
a matter which really affected the welfare 
of London as a whole. He should like 
to see the Minister responsible take this 
matter in hand and give it careful 
consideration and then bring forward a 
vigorous policy upon this subject next 
year. The proposal of his right hon. 
friend was a most incomplete solution ot 
the question. He should like to see this 


was 


Standing Order amended and some 
authority constituted which would 


receive the confidence of London as a 
whole, and before which all these Bills 
might go and be sanctioned or vetoed as 
the case might be. It was not for him 
to propose what that body should consist 
of. It might be a body including a 
certain number nominated by the Board 
of Trade and one or two nominated 
_by the London County Council, if a 
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body of that character was appointed all 
those measures might be put before it 
and a supertluity of Bills would be 
prevented. It was for those reasons that 
he felt bound to vote against the proposal 
of his right hon. friend, although he 
agreed with the objects he had in view. 


(10.50.) Mr. GODDARD said the 
object of this Amendment must be to 
increase the number of private enter- 


prises in boroughs and towns. Now 
was that a desirable end to attain ? 


Sooner or later all these great schemes 
would have to be bought out by the 
jocal authority, and any local authority 
which had had any experience in having | 
to buy out these kind of enterprises | 
would know something of the difficulties 

and the great expense they were put to 

in regard to such purchases. He did not | 
think they ought to open the door wider | 
to this kind of private enterprise and for 
these reasons he should vote against the 
Amendment. 


Mr. THORNTON (Clapham) said he | 


hoped the House would not consent to 
the removal of this power. 
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future. He thought anyone who had 
gone through that narrow highway 
which ran through the centre of the 
town of Wandsworth would agree that 
the local authority were not unwise 
in objecting to the construction of a 
tramway through that road. The 
Borough Councils were created and 
char ged with high duties, and yet had 
only small powers, and he considered 
that he should not have been doing his 
duty if he had not taken this oppor- 
tunity of entering his protest against 
what he considered to be a dangerous 
proposal against the interest of local 
government in London. 


Mr. MACDONA (Southwark, Rother- 
hithe) said the principle of non-inter- 
ference with local authorities in these 
matters had constantly been endorsed 
by Parliament, and in several instances 


during the present session. It was a 


| a he heartily approved of, and 


‘he could not support the proposed 


| Amendment of the Standing Order. 


He spoke as | 


the Member for a kindred borough to | 


that of the hon. Member for Battersea, 
and he asked the House 
whether or not it was wise to consent 


to consider | 


in the interest of the ratepayers to the | 
removal of the power of a local authority | 


to veto these schemes. 
of Battersea and Wandsworth were not 
antagonistic to the housing of the work- 
ing classes. The borough of Battersea 
had been spoken for by its represen- 
tutive, and in Battersea they were doing 
their best to back up the London County | 
Council. With regard to Wandsworth | 
he had received many letters from that 
district, asking him to do the best he 
could for the housing of the poor. He 
knew that the boroughs 
and Wandsworth were prepared to do 
their best with regard to the interests | 
of the South of London. He knew that | 
Wandsworth had from time to time | 
objected to some of these schemes, but 
it was fair to say that two heads were | 
better than one, and if a little more! 


The boroughs | 


of Battersea | 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I do not know 
whether the House will allow me to say 
a few words in reply. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Ordez, order! The 
right hon. Gentleman is not entitled to 
reply. Is the right hon. Gentleman 
rising to ask permission to withdraw 
his Amendment ? 


Mr. CHAPLIN: No, I do not with- 
draw, but I wish to make a suggestion 
in order to avoid a division. [Cries of 
“No, no!”’| 


Mr. SPEAKER: 


its consent, then the 


If the House gives 
right hon. Gentle- 
man can proceed. [Opposition cries of 


* No, no! ”] 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I wish simply to 


attention was given to these schemes | make an appeal to the Government. 
they might have a better result in the | [ | Renewed cries of “ No, no! ”’] 
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Mr. SPEAKER: The House does not | Nothing could be more detrimental to 
give its consent, and as there is a con-| the conduct of business than to allow 
siderable amount of dissension I am| Ministers to skip as many Votes as they 
obliged to interrupt the right hon, | liked, and no such thing was possible 


Supply—Civil 





Member. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 


Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART- 


MENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


Crass III. 


1. £29,395, to complete the sum for | 


police, England and Wales. 


(11.0.) Mr. DILLON said that he 
wished to draw attention to a matter 
of order in connection with the making 
up of the Notice Paper. They had a 
little conversation on the first day upon 
which the new Rules came into opera- 
tion, and he then pointed out the great 
and serious inconvenience that would 
arise to hon. Members if they could not 
get in the Notice Paper issued for the 
afternoon sitting some indication of the 
intentions of the Government at the 
evening sitting. There was an under- 
standing arrived at, that upon the Notice 
Paper for the afternoon sitting the 
order of business at the evening sitting 
should be set forth as far as possible. 
At the afternoon sitting today the first 
order was Supply Committee for the 
Civil Service Estimates, and this clearly 
indicated that the intention of the 
(;overnment was to proceed in the usual 
order with Supply at the evening 
sitting, and that no attempt would be 


made to jump to another class of Esti- | 


mates, or depart from the usual order 
in which Votes were taken. 


doing this they had broken off in Class | 


|, and jumped on to Class 3. He did 


not raise this point, because he had not 


any fault to find with the Votes which | 


had been taken, but he mentioned the 
matter in order that they should have 


some understanding upon the question. | 


Instead of | 


'under the old system. If things went 
/on in this way there would be no limit 
'to what a Minister might do. If a 
| Minister concluded that an advantage 
could be gained by taking up some Vote 
/ unexpectedly, the greatest possible in- 
| justice might be inflicted upon the 
| House. He did not in the slightest 
| degree attribute any breach of faith or 
|anything wrong in the course which 
| had been taken, but he wished to draw 
jattention to this matter, because he 
‘thought it was a practice which ought 
| not to be allowed, and which should not 
' be established as a precedent. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I feel that 
there is considerable force in the 
| objection made by the hon. Member for 
| East Mayo. There is no doubt that 
under the new Rules we ought to make 
it perfectly clear before the evening 
sitting begins what business is going to 
be taken. Otherwise inconvenience may 
arise, because hon. Members will not 
know what business they are coming 
dewn to consider. According to my 
view I think as an ordinary rule a 
| different class of Votes ought to be taken 
at the evening sitting to that taken at 
the morning sitting, so as to secure the 
discussion of a larger number of classes. 
I think the ordinary practice should be 
that only one set of Votes should be 
taken at the morning sitting and a 
different set at the evening sitting, it 
being distinctly understood that the 
discussion in the evening should start 
with a definite Vote. The complaint of 
the hon. Member for East Mayo is that 
we did not continue at the evening 
sitting today the Votes which we began 
at the afternoon sitting. 





Mr. DILLON said his complaint was 
'that the Notice Paper placed in their 
hands in the afternoon sitting would 
lead them to suppose that they were 
going to proceed with the Votes in 
‘Class I at the evening sitting. This 
| had not been done for they had passed 
| on to another class of Votes without any 
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notice. He contended that in the 
Notice Paper in the afternoon sitting 
there ought to have been some indication 
as to the order of the Votes which it was 
intended to take at the evening sitting. 
There was no such indication in the 
notice paper at the afternoon sitting and 
the Vote for Class III. had come on as a 
surprise to them. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: One 
If the 
Government choose, and I think they 
will commonly choose, in the interest of 


(11.10.) 
of two courses is to be assumed. 


the House at large, to start with a new 
class of Votes at the evening sitting, 
notice of that intention should be given 
not merely at the morning sitting, but 
even before that ; or, onthe other hand, 
if it is not proposed to start afresh with 
anew set of Votes in Supply, the evening 
sitting should bea direct continuation 
of the I shall take 
care that this course will be taken in 


morning _ sitting. 


future. 


Mr. DILLON: I will 
objection to the course tonight as long 


make no 
as it is not to be a precedent. 


Lord BALCARRES said they had 
been discussing such questions as seats 
in Hyde Park and hat-racks downstairs, 
while losing the opportunity of deal- 
ing with Votes of extreme importance. 


These Estimates were all very well, 
but there were certain things of far 
more importance which were not 


included in the Votes on the Paper 
and which could only be discussed 
on the 
should like occasionally to come to close 


salaries of Ministers. They 


quarters with the Minister on the Vote 


for his salary, and that was a thing they 


had no opportunity of doing. There 
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| were such questions as the grave danger 


of the National Gallery from fire, the 





work which was being done in West- 
/minster Abbey in connection with the 
/Coronation, and the personnel of the 


| Office of Works, which should be 
| discussed. 





THe CHAIRMAN : Th enoble Lord is 
| now discussing a class of questions which 


| are not on the Paper at all. 

| 

| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I quite under- 
stand the point. May I say that if any 

demand had been made when Class I. 
was being taken that the Vote for the 
| salary of my right hon. friend would be 
"a convenient occasion to raise important 
points, I should have been glad to 
consider that, but no application of that 


| kind was made. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY said he 
only found out at 7.30 by a chance 
remark made by the Chief Government 
| Whip to an hon. Member that they were 
_ going to jump to Class III. at the evening 
| He could not see from the face 
right the 
| Government had to claim to proceed to 


sitting. 
|of the Notice Paper what 


| another class of Votes. It seemed to him 
‘that they ought to press the First Lord 
of the Treasury to revert to Class I. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it is 
impossible to take Class I.; it is not on 


the Paper. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY : 
is on the Paper, page 16. 


Yes, it 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it is 





impossible to take Class I. 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
(Dundee): That is a question for the 
Chairman. 


Tor CHAIRMAN: It cannot be taken 
if it is not on the Paper. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
actual arrangement we are taking to- 
night is not the one we ought to pursue 
in the future. I did give the best notice 
i could yesterday that we proposed to 
take Class III. at the evening sitting. | 
spread the information so far as I was 
able to do it. 
will not raise any objection to going on. 


I hope the hon. Gentleman 


Mr. CALDWELL said the Police Report 
for this year had not been issued, and it 
was a very inconvenient course to put a 
Vote on the Paper when they had not the 
No doubt the 
Home Secretary would be able to furnish 
He asked what 
was the number of Army Reserve men 


report before them. 


the desired information. 


from counties and boroughs who were 
at present in South Africa, how many 
during the past year had returned to 
this country, how many vacancies were 
still left, and how these vacancies were 
being supplied in the meantime when 
these men were absent. 
asked to what extent the funds of the 
boroughs and the counties respectively 
charged in respect of 


were being 


the police who were absent. He was 
not finding fault with the payment 
police as reservists, 


of these army 


but he was anxious to know to what 
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He further | 





Service Estimates. 468 
many had been invalided, and to what 


extent had a burden been placed on the 
Police Pension Fund. 


*(11.25.) Toe SECRETARY or STATE 
ror THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
| Ritcnt&, Croydon) said the hon. Member 
had asked a question as the number of 


police who were abroad on _ military 








service. So far as the Metropolitan 


| police were concerned, he thought the 
| number who had gone to the front was 
| 573. 


He could not inform the hon. 





Member how many had died; but as to 
the efficiency of the force, he would point 
out that, having regard to the large 
number of police in London, the propor- 
ition who had been withdrawn in this 
Way was not large, and in any case 
where it was necessary the Commis- 
sioner had endeavoured to secure that 
properly 
policed by drawing from places which 


the Metropolis should be 


required less protection the number 
required to fill the places of the absent- 


men. There hadalso been a reduction in 





| the number of police employed on public 
| buildings, and these had been available 

to make upthe deficiency. The arrange- 
|ments thus made would probably prove 
| satisfactory till the return of the men 


in South Africa, whose places, of course. 


were kept open for them. 


Mr. CALDWELL asked the 


Secretary to state the age at which the 


Home 


police entered on duty in the Metropolis. 
| The age at which they entered determined 
| the age at which they retired from the 
| : 


| force, and he believed that the early age 





extent the efficiency of the police force| at which they retired was bringing 4 
was being kept up. [low many of those | heavy burden upon the ratepayers. He 


who were sent abroad had died, how | understood that at Liverpool a plan had 
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been adopted whereby those who retired| Mr. CALDWELL said he could not 
on pensions could be re-enlisted. He did | admit that the duties of the police were so 
not approve of that, because he did not | arduous as had been stated by the Home 
think it was fair that men who had been | Secretary. There might be districts in 
retired on pensions should be re-engaged. | the East End of London where the 
He did not know whether anything of duties were arduous, but that was not 
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that kind had been done as regards the 
Metropolitan police force. 


the case generally. The Home Secretary 


had expressed in public views of that 


kind, and he was sorry he had not an 


| opportunity of replying. He took this 


*Mr. RICHIE stated that it was) 
perfectly true that the age of retirement | 
in the police was low as compared with 
the age of retirement in other branches 
of the public service. He thought the 
House would admit that the police had | 
arduous duties to perform—duties which 


toll very much on their health and | 


strength. There were a _ considerable 
number of those men quite capable of 
doing other work when they retired, yet 
the strain was so great during the time 
that they were in the force, working day 
and night, that an early age of retire- 


ment was quite fair in regard to the 
police. There was great practical diffi- | 


culty in the way of re-engagement, | 
because the question of their pensions 
was involved. If after re-engagementfa 
man committed an offence, he might lose | 
the benefit of the pension to which he 
was entitled at the time of retirement. | 
At the same time he was not at all sure | 
but that it might be a proper thing to| 
make arrangements by which competent | 


men might possibly be re-engaged. | 
During the festivities and other cere- 

monies which were to take place this | 
year in connection with the Coronation 
men who had left the ranks would for a 
short period be re-engaged, but as a rule 


there was not any re-engagement in 





connectionwi h the Metropolitan police. 


VOL. CVIII. 


[FourtH Sertes.] 





| that that was not so. 


| opportunity of differing from the state- 


ment of the right non. Gentleman that 


' the duties were arduous. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY called at- 
tention to an item of £40,000 for the 
of the 
Metropolitan police employed for the 


pay, clothing, and other expenses 
protection of public buildings and other 
public duties, and stated that this was a 
He asked 
was accounted 


very vague definition to give. 


whether that amount 


| for through the Comptroller and Audi- 


tor General in the same way as was done 
with other amounts. He was informed 
It seemed to him 
that they ought not to be asked to vote 
£40,000 without the usual check of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General to 
show how the money had been spent. 


*Str ALBERT ROLLIT asked whether 
| he was aware that members of the Force 
had made representations t hat the police 
desired more relaxation, and especially 
/one day’s rest in seven, a Sunday off, 


like other public servants. He hoped 


‘this would be favourably answered and 


conceded. 


Mr. MARTIN _ (Worcestershire, 
Droitwich) said he would like to ask 
R 
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whether something might not be done to | magistrates in London, who said that no 


improve the regulation of the traffic in 
the streets. The way in which busses 
and vans tried to pass each other and 
blocked up the whole traffic had reached 
such a stage as to become a nuisance: 
He was quite certain that the traffic 


would be better conducted than at the 


present time if the police insisted on | 


| 
| 


drivers keeping on the right side of the | 


road. 


*Mr. WEIR said he understood the 
exclusively for the Metropolitan police. 
He found on page 49, Section D., there 
were three travelling inspectors at a 
salary of £750 a year, together with 
£750 travelling expenses for the three, 
and £25 a year to each for clerical 


, constables. 


case at all had been proved against the 
although he added that if 
fresh evidence was brought forward ie 
would re-open the case. Hitherto no such 
further evidence had been produced as to 
the conduct of the constable, but if jt 


constable 


were he should cause inquiry to be made, 
His hon. friend the Member for South 
Islington had suggested whether more 
relaxation might not be given to the 
He was advised, however, 


| that the Commissioner of Police allowed 


as : | the utmost rel ion that w ssi 
Chairman to say that this Vote was! . rues aes wan pee 


He felt satisfied that in the great majority 


of cases no complaint was made by the 


assistance. The allowances for travelling | 
expenses seemed to him to be very large, | 


if the work of these Inspectors was con- 
fined to the Metropolis. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.) drew 


| 


attention to the case ofa civilian having | 


constables as to the want of relaxation. 
In regard to the traffic of the streets of 
London, he was quite sure that those who 
watched how it was regulated by the 
policemen must be filled with admiration 
for the manner in which they performed 
that duty. 


part of the Commissioner or on his part 


There was no power on the 


to compel the traffic on ordinary occasions 


to keep to certain routes. 


been arrested by a policeman for standing _ Mr. MARTIN said that what he sug- 
in a doorway drinking. The case came| gested was that the vehicles should be 
before the Bow Street police court, and | compelled to keep the right side of the 


the evidence of thecivilian was over- | road. 


ridden by that of the policeman. The 
civilian then applied for a summons 
against the policeman, for assault, but 
the magistrate refused it. He thought 
the Home Secretary would see that this 


was a case which demanded inquiry. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said that the magis- 
trate who had tried the case referred to 
by the hon. Member who had just sat 


down, was one of the most experienced 
Mr. Martin. 





*Mr. RITCHIE said he never ceased to 
admire the extraordinary way in which 
the police conducted the most difficult 
traffic in the busy streets, and he thought 
that on the whole there was very little to 
complain of in the matter. An hon. Gentle 
man opposite asked whether certain money 
expended upon police employed for special 
purposes went before the Public Accounts 
Committee. It did, exactly in the same 
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way as any other money paid out of the 
public Treasury. The hon. Member for 
Ross and Cromarty had asked a question 
as to travelling police inspectors. The 
police in the counties had to be certified 
as efficient in order to enable them to 
obtain grants from the public funds ; and 
these inspectors were engaged for the 
purpose, infer alia, of inspecting the 
local police and certifying whether they 
were efficient or not. He did not think 
£750 a year was too large a sum for 
their travelling and personal expenses 
over the whole country, and not as the 
hon. Member suggested exclusively, or 
even at all, for London. 


Vote agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £340,929, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March 1903, for the expenses of the 
prisons in England, Wales, and the 
Colonies.” 


(11.45.) Mr. COURTENAY WAR- 
NER said that there was a very large 
increase in this Vote. It was a very 
curious fact that the only decreases were 
for salaries and new buildings and alter- 
ations. What was the explanation of 
that, while there was a large increase of 
clothing, furniture and bedding ? 


Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster,) 
said he wished to call attention to a 
memorandum which had been forwarded 
to the Home Secretary from prison clerks 
and storekeepers, in regard to certain 
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grievances from which they suffer. Hav- 
ing served on a Visiting Committee of 
Justices, he had been brought in touch a 
good deal with the management of 
prisons, and he thought that the demand 
of the men to be placed on a footing of 
ultimately the maximum 
salary of £400 was just. Promotion, 
too, was slow, because other clerks had 
been introduced on to the staffs as 
abstractors, and that should be remedied. 


receiving 


*Mr. RITCHIE said that this subject, 
to which his attention had already been 
called, would be inquired into by a small 
Departmental Committee which he hoped 
to complete and set to work in a few days. 
In regard to the increase on the Vote it 
was moreapparent than real, for a sum 
of £34,000 which was taken as a Sup- 
plementary Estimate ought to be added 
in calculating the total expenditure of 
That 
entirely owing to an increase in the 
prison population of a kind for which it 
was almost impossible to account, and to 
The 


increased charge for travelling expenses 


last year. increase was almost 


the reception of military offenders. 


was due to the removal of prisoners from 
one prison to another, necessitated by the 
increased numbers which had to be 
dealt with in certain localities. It was 
an unfortunate necessity, and every 
effort was being made to reduce it to the 


lowest possible degree in the future. 


It being Midnight, the Chairman Icft 
the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Resolutionto be reported upon Monday, 
26th May; Committee also report pro- 
gress; to sit again upon Monday, 26th 
May. 








Adjournment of 
LOAN BILL. 


cr 


Considered in Committee.’ 


(In the Committee.) 


‘Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. 


CLAUSE 1. 


Mr. CALDWELL said he did not think | 


it was intended that this Bill was to be 
taken tonight. It would 
all right if hon. Members had received 


have been 
notice that it was to be taken in Com- 
mittee; but it was always understood 
that on Supply night such business 
should not be taken after twelve o’clocks 
This was only a question of fair dealing 
for the Bill could be 
easily run through in Committee, after 
the He 
thought the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had been very well treated. and he had 
also treated the Opposition very well in 
connection with these Bills; but if the 
Committee stage of the Loan Bill was 


with the House, 


recess, in the usual way. 


to be forced through tonight, 
not make progress with other measures. 


He moved that progress be reported. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 


“ That the Chairman do report Progress, | 


and ask leave to sit again.” — (Jr. 


Caldweli.) 


*THoe CHANCELLOR oF THe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks: Beacn, 
Bristol, W.) said he thought it had been 
distinctly understood that the Committee 


stage of the Loan Bill should not be | 


opposed, and that the Government would 
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the | 


Government would find that they would 





the House. 


476 
| give opportunity for debate on the Third 


| Reading. Of course, the Committee 
| stage of a Bill of this nature was merely 


| a formal matter. 


| Mr. CALDWELL said that the 
| question really was that they did not 
| expect the Bill to come on at this time. 
| If the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
given due notice, then, of course, the 
Bill would have passed through Com- 
mittee. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH was under- 
stood to say that, if the Committee stage 
was to be regarded as formal after the 
recess, he had no objection to progress 
being reported. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Committee to sit again upon Tuesday 
27th May. 


, 


BOYCOTTING (IRELAND). 

Return ordered, “showing in respect 
of the period from the Ist day of 
January 1902 to the Ist day of April 
1902, the distribution of the cases of 
total and partial boycotting in the 
districts proclaimed under Section 2 of 
the Criminal Law and _ Procedure 
(Ireland) Act, 1887."—(Mr. Wyndhuin.) 


LAND PURCHASE ACTS (IRELAND). 
Return ordered, ‘showing particulars 
as to the repayment of advances under 
| the Land Purchases Acts and the Land 
| Purchase Amendment Bill, 1902.”’ (J/r. 
Wyndham.) 


| Adjourned at ten minutes after 
| 


| Twelve o'clock. 





Member. 


a Spec 


of 


reconmiervsl 


“rE 


Asterisk (*) at the 


An 


ch tundicates revision by the 


ee ae ae a ee ee ae” 


a ee 


rr + 





476 
hird 


it tee 


rely 


the 
not 
ime, 
had 
the 


om- 


der- 
tage 
the 


TeSS 


day, 


pect 
* of 
 pril 
s of 
the 
2 of 
dure 


mn.) 


ilars 


nder 
and 
(Mr. 


after 








Member. 


revision by the 


ch indicates 


Sper 


peers a 


ONLINE 2406 


(*) at the 


Asterisk 


An 


477 Private Bill 
HOUSE OF 
Friday, 16th May, 


APPEAL COMMITTEE. 
First Report from ; 
to. 


1902. 


read, and agreed 


EARL OF LEITRIM. 


Ordered that the Report of the Lord 
Chancellor of the United Kingdom, made 
to the House of Lords on the 15th day | 
of this instant May, that the right of | 
Earl of Leitrim to vote at the elections | 
of Representative Peers for Ireland has | 
been established to his satisfaction, be | 


> gent to the Clerk of the Crown in Ire- | 


land, together with a certificate stating | 
that such Report bas been made and that | 
the House has ordered it to be sent to | 
the said Clerk of the Crown in Ireland. | 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the | 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments | 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates | 
from the Examiners that the Standing | 
Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have been complied with :— 

Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. | 

2) [HL]. 
_ Water Orders Confirmation [H.L. |. 

(ras Orders Confirmation (No. 

[H.L. |. 
Also the Certificates that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the fol-| 
lowing Bills have been complied with :— | 

Cleethorpes Improvement. 

Knaresborough [mprovement. 

Bedford Corporation Water. 

Also the Certificate that no Standing 
Orders are applicable to the following | 
Bill :-— | 
iat ry Lands Prov isional Order (No. | 

| 


1.) | 
| 
| 
| 
} 


The same were ordered to lie on the | 
Table. | 


EDGWARE AND HAMPSTEAD 

RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. | 

The King’s consent signified ; and Bill | 

reported from'the Select Cc ommittee, with 
Amendments. 
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NATIONAL TELEPHONE COMPANY 
(MANCHESTER AREA) BILL [u.t.]. 
The Chairman of Committees in- 

formed the House that the promoters 


do not intend to proceed further with 
the Bill: Ordered that the Bill be not 


Business. 


| further proceeded with. 


NOTTINGHAM AND RETFORD RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 


Read 2", and committed. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (STEAM VESSELS) BILL, 


HULL. BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK 
(SOUTH YORKSHIRE EXTENSION 
LINES) BILL. 

Read 2*, and committed; the Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Selection. 


PRESTON CORPORATION BILE. 
tead 2", and committed. 


MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL 
ELECTRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL, 
FAREHAM GAS BILL. 


Read 3", and passed. 
ISLE OF WIGHT CENTRAL RAILWAY 
BILL [4.1.] 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
| to. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No 1) 
BILL [u.1.], 
WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
BILL [u.1.], 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS — IRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL ak 

BOARD | "p Th OVISIONAL 

ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 

BILL [H.L.], 

ATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BARNES, 
ETC.) BILL [u.1.], 

EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (SWANSEA 
UNITED DISTRICT (No 2) BILL [u.1.}. 


Read 2* (according to order). 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3° on Monday the 
2nd of June next. 


Ss 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL (No. 75.), 
DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT oF | 

LANDS (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL | 
ORDER BILL (No. 76.). 
Brought from the Commons : 
to be printed; and referred to the) 
Examiners. | 


read 1*; | 


COATBRIDGE GAS ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [u.1.}. | 


A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order | 
under the Private Legislation Procedure | 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Coat- | 
bridge Gas—Was presented by the Earl 
Waldegrave (for the Lord Baliour) ; read | 
1* ; to be printed ; and (pursuant to the | 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) | 
Act, 1899), deemed to have been read | 
2°; and reported from the Committee. 
(No. 77.) 


PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILLS. 

Ordered, that Standing Orders Nos. | 
92 and 93 be suspended; and that the | 
time for depositing petitions praying to 
be heard against Private and Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bills, also the time 
for depositing documents relating to any 
Order under the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, which 
would otherwise expire during the 
adjournment of the House at Whitsun. | 
tide, be extended to the first day on| 
which the House shall sit after the 
Recess. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
RAILWAY COMPANIES POWERS 
ACT, 1864. 

Draft certificate of the Board of Trade, 
authorising the Yorkshire Dales Railway 
Company to raise additional capital and | 
to increase the number of directors ;| 
laid before the House (pursuant to Act), | 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 





BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. | 
Moved, That the House at its rising do | 
adjourn to Monday the 2nd of June | 
next.—(The Evrl Waliegrave,) Agreed to. | 
| 

House adjourned at twenty-five | 

ninutes betore Five o'clock, to | 

Monday, the 2nd of June next, | 

at a quarter past Four o'clock. 
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[ONS} 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 16th May, 1902. 


The House met at Twelve of the clock 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
{CORNWALL ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
Lords Amendments considered, anc 
agreed to. 


| LONDON AND SOUTH WESTERN RAIL- 


WAY BILL’ [Lorps],—(Kine’ — Con- 
SENT SIGNIFIED). 

Read the third time; and passed, with 
Amendments. 

STREET URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 

WATER BILL {Loxps}|. 

Read the third time, and passed, 

with Amendments. 


HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION BILL, 
TYNE IMPROVEMENT COMMISSION 
BILL [Lorps}. 

As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL, 
DRAINAGE AND IMPROVEMENT OF 
LANDS (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL 

ORDER BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL, 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


[LONDON (POPLAR) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER. 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
made by one of His Majesty’s Principal 
Secretaries of State under The Hous- 
ing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, 


| . . . . 
relating to a certain area in the parish 


of Poplar, ordered to be brought in by 

Mr. Jesse Collings and Mr. Secretary 

Ritchie. 

GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No, 15). 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order. ot 


LOCAL 


| the Local Government Board relating 
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to Newton Abbot, ordered to be brought 


in by Mr. Grant Lawson and Mr. Walter 
Long. 
LONDON (POPLAR) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

“To confirm a Provisional Order made 
by one of His Majesty’s Principal Secre- 
taries of State under The Housing of 
the Working Classes Act, 1890, relating 
toa certain area in the parish of Poplar,” 
presented, and read the first time; to 
be referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 216 | 
GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL 

“To confirm a Provisional Order of 
the Local Government Board relating 
to Newton Abbot,” presented, and read 
the first time; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 217.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to,— 
Loeal Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill. 
Manchester and_ Liverpool 
Express Railway Bill. 

Fareham Gas Bill, without Amend- 

ment. 


LOCAL 


Electric 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON COMMONS. 

Motion made, That Mr. Crombie, Mr. 
Jeffreys, Mr. Heywood Johnstone, Mr. 
William Jones, Mr. Loyd, Mr. Montagu, 
and Mr. Freeman-Thomas be members of 
the Select Committee on Commons, with 
Five Members to be added by the Com- 
mittee of Selection. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I object on the ground that no 
Irish Member has been placed on the 
Committee, and I think that that objection 
is valid. 


Sir WILLIAM WALROND: The 
Committee was reappointed last year, 
and the Committee of Selection then put 
an Irish Member on. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: The hon. 
Baronet had better learn the lesson that 
we intend in future to be recognised in 
the first instance, and not to be treated as 
mere cyphers in this House. 


Motion adjourned. 
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Reports, dy. 
PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
7 | ARs 
Petitions for alteration: From Swinton 
and Pendlebury ; Erith ; Tonbridge ; and 
Skipton ; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 
Petitions in favour: 
Stretford; Chislehurst ; 
jorth ; Glasgow; Barrow in Furness ; 
Preston ; and Neweastle-under-Lyme ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


From Chorley ; 
Dorchester ; 


PLUMBERW’ REGISTRATION BILL. 

Petition from Neath, in favour: to lie 
upon the Table. 
PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Swinton 
and Pendlebury ; and Middleton ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT 
BiLL. 


Petition from Glasgow, in favour; to 


lie upon the Table. 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 
Petitions against: From Croydon 3 
Skelton ; and Brotton; to lie upon the 
Table. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
IRELAND. 
Petition from Inverness, against estab- 
lishment ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petition from Urmston, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS BILL. 

Petitions in favour:—From  Trow- 
bridge and Melksham; to lie upon the 
Table. 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
BOYCOTTING (IRELAND). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 15th May, Wr. Wyndham]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
| [No. 185.] 

$2 
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LAND PURCHASE ACTS (IRELAND.) 
Return presented, relative thereto 


“poem 15th May; Mr. Wyndham); to 
ie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
{No. 186.] 


RAILWAYS (CERTIFICATES) (YORK- 
SHIRE DALES RAILWAY COMPANY). 

Copy presented, of Draft Certificate of 
the Board of Trade, authorising the York- 
shire Dales Railway Company to raise 
additional capital, and to increase the 
number of Directors [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


EAST INDIA (FINANCIAL STATEMENT.) 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 13th May ; Sir Henry Fowler] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No. 187.] 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Local Government—Chairmen of Parish 
Meetings and Parish Councils. 


Mr. RAYMOND GREENE (Cam- 
bridge, Chesterton): To ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
it is in accordance with the Regulations 
of the Board that the Chairman of a 
Parish Council should preside as chairman 
both at the annual parish meeting, and 
also at the annual meeting of the Parish 
Council, he, himself, being a candidate 
for the Chairmanship of the Council for 
the ensuing year. 


(Answer.) The regulations of the Local 
Government Board do not deal with these 
questions. The Chairman of a Parish 
Council, if a parochial elector, is entitled 
under the Local Government Act to pre- 
side at the annual parish meeting unless 
he is a candidate for election as parish 
councillor at such meeting. The other 
question is not one which I have any 
authority to determine; it can only be 
decided by a cout of law. I am, how- 
ever, clearly of opinion that the retiring 
Chairman of a Parish Council ought not 
to preside at the annual meeting of the 
Council during the election of Chairman 
for the ensuing year, if he, himself, is a 
candidate for this office —(Local Covern- 
ment Board.) 
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Debates ” — Record 


“The Parliament 


of Questions and Answers circulated 

with the Votes. 

MR. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 
S.W.): To ask the First Lord of the 


Treasury whether he will state what 
arrangements, if any, have been made 
for placing in Hansard the answers to 
Questions to which no oral answer is 
desired under the new Rules of 
Procedure. 


(Answer.) Answers to all Questions, 
whether given orally or circulated with 
the Orders of the Day, are being printed 
in The Parliamentary Debates. —(Treasury.) 


(12.17.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Business of the House. 

Str ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) : 
Can the First Lord of the Treasury state 
what business will be taken on Monday, 
the 26th inst., and during that week. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 
May I ask whether the right hon. 
Gentleman proposes to take the Second 
Reading of the Irish Land Bill before or 
after the Committee stage of the 
Education Bill. It is a matter in which 
many of us are deeply interested. 


THe FIRST LORD or THE 
TREASURY (Mr. <A. J. BALrovr, 
Manchester, E.): I certainly do not 
mean to take the Irish Land Bill before 
the Committee stage of the Education 
Bill. I yesterday gave the House a 
general sketch of the business for the 
week. On Monday, the 26th inst., Supply 
will be taken, and on ‘Tuesday and 
Wednesday the Committee stage of the 
Finance Bill. At the evening sitting on 
Wednesday we shall discuss the appoint- 
ment of the Committee with reference 
to steamship subsidies. The Supply to 
be taken on the Monday afternoon will 
be Class 4, Votes 1 to 7, Board of 
Education, British Museum, National 
Gallery, ete. and at the evening 
sitting Class 5, putting first the Cyprus 
Vote, then Subsidies to ‘Telegraph 
Companies, Consular and Diplomatic 
services, and Uganda. The Committee, 
whatever progress may be made at the 
morning sitting, will start with the 
Cyprus Vote at the evening sitting. 
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Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Do I understand that the 
Finance Bill Committee will be taken 
daily until completed 4 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. But I 
hope the Committee will be finished by 
Thursday. 


Mr. TALBOT (Oxford  Univer- 
sity): Do | understand that the first 
Vote on Monday will be the Education 
Vote ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 


Mr. TALBOT: That is a Vote 
which usually takes the whole day. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: ! am aware 
that it sometimes takes considerable 
time, but I frankly say I think that, in a 
year in which we are discussing an 
Education Bill, even the most ardent 
educationist might be content with 
avery brief discussion on the Education 
Vote. At any rate, there will be from 
2.30 to 7.30 to discuss it. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley): May I ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, in the week 
immediately succeeding the holidays, he 
can make any provision for a discussion 
on the question o: the steamship com- 
bination, in accordance with the terms 
of the Motion inthe name of the hon. 
Member for the Exchange Division of 
Liverpool. It is a matter in which 
many of us are deeply interested. 


Mr. MACIVER (Liverpool, Kirkdale) : 
I wish respectfully to join in the appeal 
of my hon. friend. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The question 
is one of profound interest, and one 
which is engaging the anxious attention 
of the Government, but | cannot promise 
to find time for discussing it in the first 
week after we return, and J do not know 
that there would be anything desirable 
to discuss at that time. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: 
The right hon. Gentleman has said that 
this matter has engaged the anxious 
attention of the Government, but surely 
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it has done that for a month past, and 
the time is approaching when it might 
fairly be discussed by the House. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Could it 
not be discussed on the Vote for the 
salary of the President of the Board of 
Trade? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think when 
the time comes for discussing it that 
might be aconvenient method of raising 
it, but certainly I do not think the week 
after the holidays would be at all 
convenient. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Is not 
there an immediate opportunity, at any 
rate for a preliminary discussion, on the 
Motion for the Adjournment of the 
House this afternoon, in view of the con- 
siderable anxiety on the subject ! We 
might, immediately after the Motion for 
Adjournment has been carried, rise, and 
thus enable hon. Members who are 
anxious to catch their trains to get away, 
though probably my right hon. friend 
may prefer leaving that question in the 
hands of unofficial Members. 


Mr. MACIVER: I think it would be 
a mistake to have a preliminary discus- 
sion. My hon. colleague the Member 
for the Exchange Division of Liverpool, 
in whose name the Motion stands, is not 
now here. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As I have said 
I do not think this is a convenient time 
to discuss the question, as it is impossible 
for the Government to make any state 
ment at the present time. No doubt it 
would be agreeable to most hon. 
Members to adjourn immediately afte 
carrying the Motion for the holidays, 
but it would be most improper for me to 
make such a Motion. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) asked whether the Motion for the 
appointment of the Committee on steam- 
ship subsidies would not afford an 
opportunity for discussing some of the 
aspects of the shipping combination. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That entirely 
depends on the ruling Mr. Speaker 
gives. 
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Macao. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 

do not know whether I am in order, but 

I wish to ask the Under-Secretary for 

Foreign Affairs whether he has any 

confirmation of the report in some 

newspapers that the French had 
acquired certain territory within half- 
an-hour’s steaming of Macao. 


*Tuze UNDER SECRETARY For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord CRANBORNE, 
Rochester): No, we have no such 
information. 


Port of London Commission. 

Sirk ALBERT ROLLIT: Can the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade answer a Ques- 
tion of which I have given him private 
notice, and one in which a great deal of 
public interest is felt, viz. — What 
progress has been made by the Royal 


Commission on the Port of London, and | 
paper 


when its Report may be expected ? 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GeraLp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): The Royal Commission are 
considering their Report, which will be 
issued at an early date ; I should imagine 
—although I have no information to 
enable me to say precisely—some time 
next month. 


NAVAL PRIZE BILL [Lorps]. 
Read the first time; to be read a 


second time upon Monday, 26th May, 
and to be printed. {Bill 218.] 


MATRIMONIAL CAUSES ACT AMEND- 
MENT BILL [Lorps}. 

Read the first time; to be read a 

second time upon Monday, 26th May, 
and to be printed. [Bill 219.] 


ADJOURNMENT (WHITSUNTIDE). 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House at its rising this day 
do adjourn till Monday, 26th May.”— 
(Mr. A.J. Balfour.) 


(12.25.) Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said he 
had given the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary of State for War notice of the 
only subject to which he wished on this 
occasion to direct his attention and that 
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of the country. It was, however, a 
matter on which the public mind had 
been greatly stirred and agitated. About 
the 25th or 26th of March last a state- 
ment obtained circulation that two 
British officers had been tried for wilful 
murder, by court martial at Pretoria, 
and had been sentenced to death. No 
intimation as to this, however, had come 
from the public authorities themselves, 
The news had leaked out in a mysterious 
way through Press channels, and there 
were various reports current as to the 
nature of the crime, but it was not 
until after pressure had been brought to 
bear by Australian statesmen, including 
the Premier of Victoria, and the Prime 
Minister and Attorney General of the 
Australian Commonwealth, that the 
Government were induced to take any 
action. Before they did so, however, 
they were stimulated in this course from 
a most unlikely source, Zhe Times news- 
which, on 8rd April, asked 
Ministers to give a full account of all 
the circumstances attending these 
murders, and to do so in the public 
interest. He would read the passage in 
The Times in which that course was 
recommended. It ran as follows— 

“It is eminently desirable that the Home 
Government should Jose no time in putting a 
full and authentic version of the facts before 
the nation and before the world. Hesitation 
or delay in taking this necessary step could 
only lead to the propagation of maliznant ex- 
aggerations, which will best he met by a plain, 
unvarnished statement of the whole truth, 
however sad aud painful it may be.” 

He agreed with that statement, and 
his complaint was that the Government 
had not given a plain and unvarnished 
account setting forth the whole truth of 
the transaction. On 4th April they 
gave to the Press a summarised state- 
ment in reference to these murders, and 
his objection to that statement was that 
it was unjust to the Army at large, 
unjust to the memory of the unfortunate 
men who had suffered the extreme 
penalty of the law, and, under the 
circumstances, unjust to the British 
people, for if this series of horrors had 
occurred it was only right that the 
public should be made acquainted with 
the facts. But the truth was, a policy of 
concealment had characterised the pro- 
ceedings of the Secretary of State for 
War from the very beginning of the con- 
flict. He had never taken the people into 
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his confidence, indeed, he had been careful 
that they should not know what was going 
on in South Africa, whether good or bad. 
He (Mr. MacNeill) was not advocating 
that news should be made public which 
might, if communicated to the enemy, 
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be productive of mischief to this country. 
But much information, he complained, 
had been withheld which the people of | 


this country were entitled to be made | 


acquainted with. | 


The first thing made public was) 
a bald account of twelve murders, | 
and of a thirteenth death which} 


was evidently attributable to murder, | 
although there was not sufficient | 
evidence to convict on the capital charge | 
in that case. He had looked into this | 
matter as far as the limited information | 
at his disposal had enabled me to do so, | 
and he was bound to say that, had it | 
not been for the murder of a German | 
missionary (Mr. Heese) who, when he) 
found out that eight out of twelve Boer | 
prisoners had been murdered in cold | 
blood, determined, like the Minister of 
the Gospel he was, to go to Pietersburg 
tocommunicate the information to the | 
authorities—had it not been for his | 
death, nothing would probably have | 
been known about this affair. He feared | 
that this country was becoming so | 
accustomed to the horrors of war that | 
sufficient attention was not paid to these | 
matters when they were made public ; | 
indeed the Treasury Bench during the 
war had become simply soaked and | 
inundated in blood. He would like to 
quote the first official statement which | 
was made on the subject— 


“The facts as to the eourt martial held | 
upon certain officers of an irregular corps 
serving in the Transvaal, and the sentences | 
which were passed upon them for being im- | 
plicated in several murders, are as follows :— 
In July and August last an irregular Colonial 
foree, the Bush Veldt Carabineers, recruiting | 
in South Africa but including other colonials, 
was employed in the wildest part in the | 
Transvaal known as  Spelonken, about 
eighty miles North East of Pietersburg, | 
and took a certain number of prisoners. It | 
came to the knowledge of th+ military 
authorities in October that grave irregularities | 
on the part of certain officers of the corps had | 
taken place within the previous three | 
months.” 








| difficulty, in 


(Whitsuntide). 490 
high promotion. It surely was better 
than saying “ Killing no murder.” The 
official statement continued— 


“An exhaustive investigation was im- 
mediately ordered by the Commander-in- 
Chief in South Afriea, and a Court of Inquiry 
assembled on the 16th of October. The In- 
quiry proved to be a matter of considerable 
consequence of the necessity 
for collecting witnesses who, on the expira- 
tion of their term o1 service with the corps, 


| had proceeded to various parts of South Africa, 


Asa result of this Inquiry five officers were 
tried by general court martial at Pietersburgh 
in January, 1902, and were found guilty as 
principals and secessories in twelve murders. 
Lieutenant P. J. Handcock and H. H. Morant 
were foand guilty of murder and sentenced to 
death. These sentences have been confirmed 
and carried out. The same officers were also 
charged with the murder of the Rev. C. A. D. 
Heese, on the 23rd August, 1901, and, although 
there was strong suspicion that Lieutenant 
Handcock, instigated by Lieutenant Morant, 
committed the deed, the evidenee was not 
considered sufficiently conclusive by the Court 
to justify their conviction. Lieutenant &. R. 
Witton was found guilty of murder and 
sentenced to death. As, however, this officer 
Was present uncer influence, the sentence had 
been commuted to penal servitude for life. 
Lieutenant H. Picton was found guilty of 
manslaughter and ecashiered. Major R. W. 
Lenaban, commanding the Bush Veldt Cara- 
bineers, who bees»me aware of the crime subse- 
quent to their committal was convicted on a 
charge of by culpable neglect omitting to 
inake a report which it was his duty to make. 
This officer was ordered to Australia, his 
dismissal being rendered unnecessary by the 
previous disbandment of the corps. No doubt 
exists as to the guilt of the accused, whose 
plea in extennation that a member of their 
corps had suffered ill-treatment at the hands 
of the Boers was not sustained by the evidence 
at the trial. The sentences were such as 
would have been inflicted on any officers found 
similarly guilty.” 

Now he would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman if he considered that a full 
and sufficient report of the court 
martial. He had time after time asked 
for a full Report, but it was not until the 
26th of March that any information was 
made public to the effect that these two 


| ne . 
| officers had a month previously been 


executed at Pretoria. The Government 
had kept back the report of the court 


martial, which he submitted that 
country was fully entitled to have 
before it. 


He had now a few questions to put 


to the right hon. Gentleman. Did the 
He was bound to say that the clerk in| official statement which he had just 
the War Office who invented the term | quoted accurately set forth the defence 
“grave irregularities” as a description | of these officers? Of course, one knew 
of a series of wilful murders deserved | that the procedure in civil and military 
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courts varied very considerably. The 
accused in a court martial was re- 
presented by one who was described as 
his ‘friend,’ and who, consequently. 
invested himself to a certain degree with 
the personality of the accused, and 
had to satisfy himself that the defence 
he was putting forward was fair and 
honourable. He had in his hands a four 
column report of what occurred at the 
court martial. The account appeared 
in the Daily News of the 17th April, and 
he proposed to trouble the House with a 
few extracts. What the defence amounted 
to was that, from first to last in this 
affair, the accused acted under superior 
orders, and, if the orders they alleged 
were actually given, that fact threw a 
marvellous light on the conduct of the 
Government towards Mr. Cartwright, 
whom they would not allow to return to 
this country. Lieutenant Morant, giving 
evidence in his own defence, stated that 
he was under Captain Hunt, with the 
force charged with clearing the Northern 
District of Boers. In his cross-examina- 
tion he said Captain Hunt's orders were to 
clear Speloken and take no prisoners. 
He had never seen those orders in writing, 
but Captain Hunt quoted the action of 
Kitchener's and Strathcona’s Horse as 
precedents. Prisoner had not previously 
earried out the orders, because his 
captures were a good lot. He had shot 
no prisoners prior to Visser. No wit- 
nesses were called, as they were all eye- 
witnesses. Picton raised objection to 
Visser being shot, on the ground that he 
should have been shot the night before. 
Captain Hunt told prisoner from whom 
he had received orders not to take 
prisoners, he had never questioned their 
validity. Morant was asked whether he 
knew who gave the order, but the Judge 
Advocate protested against the question, 
and was upheld by the court after 
consultation. The next day the court 
altered its mind and allowed the question, 
and Morant then stated that Colonel 
Hamilton, Military Secretary, was the 
one who had given Captain Hunt the 
order that no prisoners were to be taken. 
Others received those orders from 
Captain Hunt, including Handcock. 
Picton, alsoone of theaccused, corroborated 
the statement that orders were given not 
to take prisoners. Witton, another of 
the accused, said he was guided by his 
Mr. Swift MacNeill. 


Adjournment 


{COMMONS} 





(WV hitsuntide). 492 


superior officers in regard to the finding 
of the court martial. Captain Taylor 
said he had heard Hunt reprimand 
Morant for bringing in prisoners. Morant 
had always behaved well to the Boers. 
The report in the Daily News also dealt 
with the trial of the prisoners for the 
murder of eight Boers, and he would 
like to briefly draw the attention of the 
House to the defence put forward in that 
ease. Counsel for the defence claimed 
the discharge of the prisoners on the 
ground that the charge was not proven, 
arguing that they should, if anything, 


be charged with conspiracy. The 
court however, over-ruled that point. 
Counsel thereupon said he did not 
dispute the facts, but he would 


call evidence to show, first, the orders 
received ; second, what the custom was, 
having regard to the enemy they were 
fighting; and third, the practices 
adopted by other irregular corps against 
an enemy breaking the usages ot war. 
After calling such evidence, counsel 
pleaded justification on the ground that 
the Boers in the district were gangs of 
train-wreckers without a head, and that 
their conduct had brought reprisals. 
The Judge Advocate refused the plea 
of justification, and said the contention 
that other corps had done similarly did 
not make two wrongs right. 

Now, he wished to ask the Secretary for 
War whether, in view of the gravity of 
the facts disclosed in this Report, he was 
justified in withholding the information 
so long as he did? Was he justified 
also in suggesting, in the officia] state- 
ment, that the only defence raised on 
behalf of these officers was that they 
had acted in revenge for the murder of 
a British officer? Ought he not to have 
made it clear that they also pleaded 
that they received orders to do what 
they did, and that they only followed 
the precedent set by two other irregular 
corps! Surely the suppression of the 
plea was unjust to the men executed, 
unjust to their families, and unjust to 
the country at large. If such things 
had been going on, the facts should 
have been made public, so that, if 
necessary, the people might sweep from 
power those who were directly or in- 
directly responsible, and who were at 
the head of the administration which 
permitted such practices. 
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Next, he wished to call attention 
to some of the dates in connection 
with this matter. It was admitted in 
the official statement that it came to 
the knowledge of the military authorities 
in October last that ‘“‘grave irregu- 
larities’” had occurred, and a Court 
of Inquiry was actually assembled in 
that month. It was clear, therefore, 
that Lord Kitchener knew everything 
about it. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary for War was in constant 
seret telegraphic communication with 
Lord Kitchener, and he, too, must have 
been fully acquainted with the facts, 
and must have known that, when they 
were made public, they would cause a 
great scandal. The rizht hon. Gentle- 


man must have been aware that twelve | 


he | 


| intelligence Reports so many cases were men- 


murders had been committed ; 
must have known the nature of the 
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murders; and yet, at the very same | 
time, he was actually publishing des- | 


patches from Lord Kitchener describing | 


atrocious murders committed by the 
Boers. Just about that time he found 
it convenient to make two public 
speeches, one at Glasgow on December 
\2th, and the other in the city of 
London on November 13th. The 
speeches were long ones, but he would 
only invite the attention of the 
House to one or two short 
Betore doing so le would ask one or two 
simple questions. When the right hon. 
Gentleman made these speeches did he 
or did he not know that Lord Kitchener 
was holding a Court of Inquiry into the 
“grave irregularities,” or, in other words, 
the wilful murders by British officers 2 
Had he in his possession any particulars 
ot these murders? At the time the 
speech was made in London, the Court 
ot Inquiry was nearly a month old, and 
was it not reasonable to suppose that 
the right hon. Gentleman had received 
secret telegraphic information in regard 
to the evidence which had been given 
thereat? In his speech at the City 
Carlton Club on November 13th, the 
night hon. Gentleman said— 

“LT believe, and I am here to uphold, that no 
War at any time by any nation under such 
vonditions has been waged with more humauity 
than the war in which we are engaged.” ; 
_“Lam not going to press the question of 
Inng on ambulances, or the professing to 
‘urender and then opening fire again, or the 
img on our wounded which have been 
sstablished on various occasions, except, to 
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say in passing, that these terrible breaches of 
the rules of war have never provoked any 
retaliation on our side, or any divergence from 
the civilised law of quarter to your enemy. 
We may have paid heavily for our humanity, 
but there is one thing on behalf of our armies 
iu the field, and our credit as a nation, [ am 
not going to allow to pass without notice, and 
that is the persistence with which our enemies 
have been eluding us during the last few 
months. [ am constantly asked the question, 
‘How is it, if you send this vast number of 
horses, if you have fleet columns, if you have 
good leadets who are well equipped, that our 
men cannot catch the enemy. 4s your intelli- 
gence defective? Is your system at fault?’ One 
explanation, not the only explanation, but a 
better explanation is this—the system of our 
country and people with regard to the Kattir 
is different trom the Boer system. The Boer 
columns have only too frequently eluded our 
coluns by hiding their tracks by murdering 
the Kaftirs behind them. It is a serious 
charge, and I make it only for this reason— 
that I had occasion to notice in the secret 


tioned of the murder of Katffirs that I tele- 
graphed to Lord Kitchener whether this was 
a general practice or whether it was the 
action of isolated persons. His reply to me, 
which IL received only today, runs: ‘Cold- 
blooded murders by the Boers have been 
frequent of late.’ [Shame.] He adds, * It was 
only on the 10th instant (three days ago) two 
dead natives were found with their hands tied 
behind them down a mine-shaft at Greyling- 
stad.’ [ do not bring this forward with the 
intention of making an impeachment against 
the whole Boer nation. [| say that Lord 
Kitchener informs me of this, that he has 
sent a despatch on this subject, and that this 
is in itself a most serious development of tbe 


| war, and it is serious in this respect—that if 


it becomes more general it becomes the act, 
not of beiligerents, but of fiendish desperadoes, 
who ean no longer be treated as beliigerents. 
And at Glasgow on 12th December the 
right hon. Gentleman said— 


“Lord Kitchener in his despatch gives thirty 


| or forty eases in which such orders have been 
| issued, some of them in which info. mation is 





given of the actual murder of particular in- 
dividuals. [ will just cite one or two of them 
in order to show you how false is the estimate 
of those who helieve that these things are 
only done when the Boers have been roused 
by armed Katftirs attacking them. There was 
acase when a train of ours was captured by 
Boers. The Englishmen were looted and 
taken prisoners. There were five unarmed 
Kaflirs, having no more part in the war than 
tho-e who are sitting at home. These five 
men were taken aside and shot in cold blood. 
One of them after he was lying on the ground 
had tive shots fired into him. Mr. Brodrick, 
continuing, said he could not help remembering 
when they were discussing these matters the 
words in which Mr. Gladstone twenty-two 
years ago raised the feelings of Scotsmen in 
favour of another native race: ‘ Remember 
that the rights of the savage, as in all time, are 
equal to our own, remember that the sanctity 
of his life in the sight of God is the same as 
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yours.’ He commended those facts and that 
utterance to the consideration of tho-e who 
were now cecupied in vilifying their own 
countrymen for cruelties they never com- 
mitted.” 


Adjournmen 


He would again, in conclusion, repeat | 
his question—Did the right hon. Gentle- | 


man at the time he deivered these 


speeches know that vast scandals were | 


impending in connection with the action 
of our own officers 2? It was pretty clear 
that, unless these men had had the mis- 
fortune tocome in contact with a German 
missionary, they would have enjoyed 
immunity from punishment. But the 
death of the Rev. Dr. Heese made ita 
serious matter, and the 
well aware that the German authorities 
would press the question home, found 
it necessary to bring the men to trial. 
It was that fact which largely stimulated 
the court martial. 


Now, he asked for the direct and 
immediate publication of the proceedings 
of the court martial. He asked this 
in justice to everyone, in justice to the 


memory of the dead, and in justice to | 


the British and Australian people. The 
foundation of all these allegations lay in 
the refusal of the right hon. Gentleman 
to give information. 
fear of the people of this country, who 
had a keen sense of justice when their 
hearts were aroused, that he had stopped 
all the avenues of information. 
an atrocious proceeding, utterly un- 
paralleled in the history of civilised war. 
He (the hon. Member) had spoken not 
as a politician, but as a man. He ab- 
horred this horrible system of murder. 
He had been accused of gloating over 
human misery. That was a_ baseless 


charge. He was simply endeavouring | 
to unmask an awful iniquity which 


called to Heaven for vengeance. England 
stood condemned of a terrible crime, of 
which he believed the people of the 
country were wholly unconscious. They 


had been deceived by an avalanche 
of falsehood and _ misrepresentation. 
No fewer than 25,000 gallant boys 


were lying on the veldt as a_ result 
of this unholy war—a war supported 
by injustice and promoted — simply 
for monetary considerations. It was an 
atrocity so great that in the history of the 
world it had had but one equal, and 
Mr. Swift MacNeill. 


{COMMONS} 


Government, | 


So great was his | 


It was | 
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{that, like the present war, was an 
atrocity perpetrated by Gentiles, but 
promoted by Jews. 


| (1.5.) Toe SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild. 
ford): The hon. Member, three-quarters 
of an hour ago, said he would speak ior 
a few minutes; but in the volume of 
rhetoric which he has launched on the 
House he has gone at great length into 
a story which he has raised again for 
some purpose that | find it very difficult, 
after closely listening to his remarks, to 
understand. I fail to realise what are 
| the considerations which have influenced 


ithe hon. Gentleman in bringing again 
| into discussion a subject which has been 
| fully dealt with by the military authori. 
ties at the front, and dealt with to the 
satisfaction, not only, | think, of all 
classes in this country, but of our 
countrymen beyond the seas who are 
| interested in this matter. It is a subject 
| which cannot be pleasantly discussed in 
the British House of Commons or in any 
other section of the British Empire. 
The hon. Member claims to have brought 
'it forward not as a politician, though 
|he ended his speech with a vehement 
attack on the war and his Majesty's 
| Government, but as a man. I would 
| take leave to tell him, however, that he 


| has brought again into prominence a 
| matter which every other man but him- 
|self in the British Empire has been 
/content to allow to lapse. [Nationalist 
| cries of ‘‘ No, no!”| I say that for this 
| reason. Here is a casein which incidents 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





| 





occurred which we all deplore. These 
incidents were dealt with by the military 
authorities at the front without fear, 
| prejudice, or favour. The officers were 
| put on their trial. Two were condemned 
to death, one topenal servitude for life, and 
two others were severely dealt with. In 
the whole course of his speech the hon. 
Member was not able to suggest that 
those sentences were insufficient, or that 
there has been any palliation of the 
offence, and, therefore, for all practical 
purposes, the only effect of his speech 
was to show that he was scavenging 12 
the dust-heaps of the past in order to 
produce a painful impression, or to add 
to the painful impression which these 
events had already made on the minds 
of the House and the nation. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: With great 

respect a | 
Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir; I really | 

gill not give way to the hon. Member. 


Me. SWIFT MACNEILL again at- | 
tempted to address the House, but Mr. 
BropRICK did not give way. 


| Was 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member | 
knows that unless he rises to a point of | 


order he cannot interrupt the right | : : 
P © \establish, and was not established, was 


hon. Gentleman. 
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there was a suggestion made that other 
corps had done the same ; but men who 
were on their trial for their lives and who 
had been guilty, as these men had been, 
of these actions, were not likely to be 
very scrupulous as to what they suggested 
as regards other corps. No sort of proof 
was brought before the court martial in 
support of the suggestion, and I certainly 
not going to bring a scandalous 
allegation of that kind unless there had 
been some proof to support it. The only 
suggestion which they did endeavour to 


| that there had been something done to 


Me. SWIFT MACNEILL: He hasim- 


puted to me the malignant motive of 


eavenging in some dust-heaps, when | | 


was endeav ouring—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There is nothing 
vhich calls for intervention on the part 
fthe hon. Member. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I listened to the 
hon. Member for three-quarters of an 
hour, and I do not propose to occupy the 
time of the House for more than a few 
minutes ; but I must be allowed to put 
thecase as it appears to me. I have 
nothing to conceal in this matter, as ful! 
justice has been done. The hon. Mem- | 
ber has asked three or four different 
questions. One is why I will not lay 
al the evidence of the court martial, 
rather than any other court martial. | 
am not going to take a different course 
in regard to this court martial than I 
have taken in regard to all other courts | 
martial held in South Africa. Many 
ificers and many men have, for one 
reason or another been brought before 
court martial. It is inevitable that it | 
should be so in a war in which nearly a | 
quarter of a million of men have been | 
constantly engaged, and in which opera- | 
tions spread over an enormous area have 
been involved. If I laid the evidence of 
oe court martial I should have to lay 
the evidence of all in which there might 
te a demand on the part of the 
public, or of any member of the 


public who happened to be interested in 
the fate of a particular officer or man. I 
wade a full statement to the public on 
April 4th of what occurred, and the hon. 
Member challenges that statement for 
WO reasons. 


First of all he says that 








/one of their officers which justified them 


in retaliating upon the Boers, The hon. 
Member spoke with great vehemence 
about these actions, and especially of my 
conduct in having in November last 
spoken strongly of the action of the Boers 
in regard to Waffirs at the time when, as 
he states, 1 must have known that this 
charge was pending. I had heard certain 
pieces of information with regard to the 
conduct of our troops, and I was perfectly 


aware at the time | spoke that allegations 


had been made with regard to certain 
officers; but until I received Lord 
Kitchener's report of the trial in February 
I had nothing whatever to make me 
suppose that such allegations were in any 
established or likely to be established, — I 
admit that when the report of the trial 
came before me I felt extremely strongly, 
we all must, about the discredit 
brought upon the irregular force by the 
conduct of these officers. I do not 
suppose that anyhody could feel more 
keenly than the Commander-in-Chief and 
myself the fact that any officers could 
have been guilty of such action. But the 
hon. Member is absolutely wrong. There 
is no evidence whatever to induce us to 


as 


| believe that such action had taken place 


with regard to other corps or that such 
an allegation could be established. | 
certainly should never have hesitated for 
one moment, even had I known these state- 
ments to be true, to bring before the public 
what is my bounden duty to bring before 
them--namely, the conduct of the Boers, 
established not in one instance, but in 
twenty, thirty, fifty, or a hundred in- 
stances, towards the Kaffirs during this 
war. That conduct I denounced, and | 
denounced it in order that public opinion, 
not only here, but in the country at 
large, might exercise its possible effect 
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on the Boer leaders, and induce them, as 
most of them, I believe, honestly wish to 
do, to restrain these excesses on the part 
of their followers. Nothing that occurred 
in this particular case would justify us 
in allowing civilised war to degenerate 
into barbarism if by any efforts of ours 
it could be stopped. 

With regard to the other matters 
relating to the accusation which the 
hon. Member has brought against me, 
they are of a small party character and 
I need not pursue them. I am still at a 
loss to understand what is the particular 
object that he proposes to achieve in 
bringing this subject before the House. 
The whole matter has been dealt with, 
the verdict is disclosed, justice has been 
done, and it is recognised that justice has 
been done, not only in this country, but 


: ’ : 
in Australia, where there was considerable | 


feeling at the idea that any Australian 
officers should have been guilty of such 
an outrage. IL am glad these officers 


belonged to an irregular corps rather | 


than to one of the organised corps with 
which our fellow-citizens have provided 
us in the colonies in such numbers, and 
which have done such excellent service 
in the war. I hope the House will 
excuse me from going further into this 
subject. We have nothing to conceal 
about it, there is nothing behind my 
speech. I feel that it is undesirable that 
the House of Commons should be asked, 
merely for the purpose of raking up 
events which are in 
questioned, and been 


which have 


adequately dealt with by those who are | 


responsible to go further in detail into 
this occurrence ; 


on which a statement 


months ago. I assure the hon. Gentle- 


man that there is no want of respect for | 


humanity or his own feelings on my 
part, but I demur to making this House 
of Commons a platform for bringing out 
everything with regard to this war which 
we deplore and which, if it had not been 
dealt with by the military authorities 
as it has been, would, I can assure the 
House, have received the most severe 
treatment from the Government. 


*(1.20.) Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) 
said that the opportunities of private 
Members were now so few that he 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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themselves un- | 


to bring before the | 
public a matter which was settled and | 
was made two | 
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felt bound to take advantage of that 


occasion to bring forward one op 
two important Imperial matters. He 
deplored extremely that the number 
of British seamen were diminishing, 
The noble Lord the Member for Wool- 
wich had referred to the decline in the 
number of British seamen. What was 
the use of building more ships when 
they were without the men? Many of 
the British steamers which were subsi- 
dised by th: British Government were, 
to a large extent, manned by foreigners, 
and he thought it was the duty of the 
British Government to see that British 
ships which were subsidised by British 
money should be manned by British 
seamen. This would be an extremely 
serious matter in the event of this 
/country being engaged in a naval war, 
for he did not know where they would 
|get their reserve men. ‘They could not 
manufacture seamen in a few months. 
For good seamen they wanted men who 
were accustomed to sea life. If British 
ships carried British crews, there would 
be a feeling of safety in time of war, 
but the country would be in a most 
disastrous position if it had to depend 
foreigners, who might desert 
}at any moment and fight against 
‘us. In many of these subsidised 
| British ships the whole crew, with 
‘the exception of the officers, were 
| foreigners, and how could we depend upon 
such ships intime of war. If we desire to 
build a house we cannot depend entirely 
upon the foreman or manager, but must 
depend to a large extent upon the work- 
men; the same argument applies to 
sritish ships, which ought to be manned 
by British seamen as well as by British 
officers. To talk about Britannia rul- 
'ing the waves is absurd. We have 
the largest tonnage, it is true, but 
|what is the use of that if we 
have not the men to man the ships 
‘when the time of trouble comes. He 
had always supported Liberal and 
Conservative Governments by voting 
‘ample supplies to maintain the Navy 
in the highest state of efficiency. What 
would be the use of ships without @ 
| reserve of seamen, if we met with a 
‘naval catastrophe? By  subsidising 
shipping companies who employed 
\foreigners, the Government were él 
| couraging an unsound policy. 


| 
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At the present time, the fishing villages 
ll around the coast of the United King- 
djom were being denuded of their popula- 
tion. The fishing population consisted of | 
strong and hardy men who had been 
jecustomed to a rough sea life, and 
they form the best material for 
British seamen, but the Government 
were allowing all the fishing villages 
in England and Ireland, and more 
specially in the North of Scotland, 
to be denuded of their population by 
the action of foreigner trawlers who 
were ruining the fishing industry ; 
the fishermen being compelled to go 
to our large towns in order to get 
a living. Several years ago they were 
toldthat the Foreign Office were moving in 
the matter, not on their own initiative, but 
on the initiative of Sweden. This country 
had all along been too timid to take 
the initiative for fear of offending France 
or Germany. He remembered the good 
old times when the head of the Foreign 
Office used to put his foot down and 
say, ‘ This state of things must be 





material for their best seamen, viz. the 


be cleared out of our firths and bays. 
They are now permitted to come in 
and devastate our fishing beds. Not 
only are thousands of people thrown 
out of employment, but this nation is, 
at the same time, losing its very 
best material for seamen. The Foreign 
Office had been altogether too timid in 
its policy. He should be the last person 
toencourage war, but there were times 
when this nation ought to be firm. 

If the noble Lord the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affgirs would go 
to the East he would find that British 
prestige had gone down considerably 
in recent years. {Lord CRANBORNE dis- 
sented.| He had been in the East 
himself, and he found we were not 
the power we were a few years 
ago, and this was all on account of 
the timidity of the Foreign Office. 
British Consuls had not the discre- 
tionary powers they ought to have. 
Go where you will in the East, British 
subjects cannot get their grievances 
redressed by British Consuls in the same 
way as the French obtain redress 
through their Consuls. He did not wish 
this country to adopt an aggressive 









{16 May 1902} 


| the present wretched war. 
‘that has tied the hands of the Foreign 


altered.” They were rapidly losing the | 


line fishermen ; foreign trawlers must | 
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French policy, but our Foreign Office 
should see that justice is done to the 
merchant class in the various parts of 
the world. Is it on account of British 
Consuls being tied down by hard and 
fast rules, that British prestige had 
gone down, and is going down, in the 
East? It may be that the Government 
cannot act so firmlyas they would like 
to do at this time, in consequence of 
No doubt, 
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| Office considerably. With regard to the 
| foreign trawlers, the Marquess of Salis- 
| bury on receiving a deputation some 
| time since expressed sympathy with the 
| line fishermen, whose livelihood was heing 
| jeopardized by the ravages made by 
| foreign trawlers in our firths and bays. 
| But what has been the result of his 
| sympathy? Nothing whatever has been 
done which will have the effect of 
protecting the line fishing industry, 
and keeping the line fishermen in 
our villages. They are being driven 
out of house and home by those 
| robbers of the sea, the trawlers. Let 
the trawlers go further out to sea, so 
| that we may have line fishermen upon 
|whom we can fall back in time of 
need. We did not know how soon that 
time may come. He hoped the Foreign 
Office would throw more energy and 
vigour into its action in this connection. 
The depopulation of the Highlands is 
going on, and we are losing one of the best 
| sources for the recruiting of the army and 
navy. Allowing forthe ordinary increase 
| of population that might have been ex- 
| pected the last Census showed that in 
his own constituency there had been a 
|loss of 10 per cent. since the previous 
Census. In every Highland county there 
| had been a loss of several thousands. 
| He knew there were many Members 
'who thought that deer forests were 
| better than sheep farms or crofts. Deer 
| would not fight the battles of the country. 
| He asked the First Lord of the Treasury 
a question the other day with reference 
| to the extension of a deer forest on the 
| estate of Strathconon, and his reply was 
that the Government had no official 
information on the subject. The hon. 
Member understood that a_ splendid 
grazing farm on the estate of Strathconon 
was to be absorbed in the existing deer 
forest. It was shameful that this state 
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of affairs should go on. Where did 
the First Lord ot the Treasury expect 
to get ‘official information’? ‘The 
right hon. Gentleman stated that 
in the event of the farm being con- 
verted into a deer forest no crofter would 
be dispossessed, and that there was no 
reason to believe that the change would 
prejudicially affect the economic condition 
either of the district or of the country 
at large. According to Mackenzie's 
Highland clearances some fifty years 
ago, fiity-one families were evicted 
irom the Strathconon estate in order 
that sheep iarms might be formed, 
and later on the sheep farms were 


converted into deer forest. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that no 
croiters would be dispossessed, but 


it should be the poliey of the Govern- | 


ment to put people on the land. As to 
the effect on the economic condition 
of the district and the country at 
large, the hon. Member pointed out 
that it was much more important for 
the food supplies of the people that the 
land should be occupied by crofters or 
used as sheep iarms than as deer 
forests. The question of the depopula- 
tion ot the Highlands was of great 
national importance when cons-dered 
in connection with the necessity of 
having a sturdy race to fight our battles 
whether on land or sea in time of 
emergency. 

He was sorry the Secretary of State for 
War was not in his place, as he wished 
to call attention to another matter 
of Imperial importance. The other 
day he asked the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs a question with reference 
to the tortification of Kowloon. That 
place which is on the opposite side of 
the water to Hong Kong, was secured 


by the British a few years ago, but | 


what is the use of it unless we have 
some guns on the hills which com- 
mand the New Kowloon _ territory. 
No doubt we had our ships of) 
war, but disasters might overtake 
them, and it would be too late 
then to provide land fortifications. 


When questioned on this subject, the 
right hon. Gentleman said this was a 
matter that should be left in the hands 
of the Defence Committee. When 
another question was put to him on the 
matter he replied that he had nothing 


Mr. Weir. 


{COMMONS} 
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to add to the answer he gave before. They 
could not get at the Defence Committee 
/and therefore they must approach the 
Secretary of State for War in this House, 
but the right hon. Gentleman treated the 
subject with the utmost contempt. Instead 
of being grateful to a Member of the House 
for calling attention to the weakness of 
our position he simply said the matter was 
in the hands of the Defence Committee, 
and that he could do nothing more. Mirs 
| Bay to the north-east of Kowloon was 
absolutely unprotected, and an enemy 
| might get in there and do an immense 
amount of mischief. He did not say that 
| the commanders of our ships would be 
|asleep, but in order to provide against 
| successful attack the Kowloon territory 
‘ought to be fortified. He wished the 
right hon. Gentleman would himself take 
a turn round and see the state of affairs, 
or depute someone to do so who would 
take an impartial view of matters. A 
badly constructed building on the peak 
at Hong Kong was acquired at cost 
upwards of £39,000, and the War Office 
afterwards spent £4,000 to make it 
suitable as barracks. He knew something 
about building construction, but he never 
saw such a wretched building in his life, 
/and yet the Secretary for War justifies 
| this shameful waste of public money, 
| The province of Canton was now disturbed, 
land it would be no difficult matter for 
ithe Cantonese rebels to come down and 
/secure the Kowloon heights. He knew 
| they would ultimately get the worst of it, 
| but the place ought to be protected. He 
| protested against the treatment Members 
/of the House received at the hands of 
| the Secretary of State for War, and the 
| contemptible fashion in which he answered 














/ questions. To say “I have nothing to 
}uadd to what I said before” was most 


| childish. 


He now turned to another matter. 
| Today he asked a question with regard 
‘to the report that the French had 
acquired territory near Macao, two hours 
_sail from Hong Kong. The French could 
bring ships of war along, erect forti 
‘fications, hoist their flag and defy us. 
'He hoped the noble Lord the Under 
'Secretary for Foreign Affairs, would 
|keep a sharp eye on the French, not 
only at Macao, but generally throughout 
the East. He could assure the noble 
Lord that the French were extremely 
| aggressive in the East. Merchants there 
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declared that the French were enlarging 
thir frontiers, and getting a footing | 
gherever they could manage it, end 
they could manage it very well, owing to 
our weak attitude. Was it not possible | 
secure Macao for the British Empire ? 
it was a pretty little town, but at 
mesent nothing but a gambling-hell 
ji the worst order, where fan-tan was 
jayed morning, noon, and night. 


(1.48.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) said that the hon. Member for 
Ross and Cromarty appeared to be 
iesirous of substituting line fishermen 
for trawlers, but as a matter of fact 
the real seamen among the fishermen 
were those engaged on trawling vessels. 
The line fisherman never went beyond 
afew miles from the shore, whereas 
the trawlers went out to the Dogger 
Bink and the Silver Pit, and gained 
there experience which made them the 
est type of seaman in the world. 

4s to the defences of Kowlung and 
Hong Kong, that was a matter which 
might to attract the attention of the 
Government. 

His intention, however, in _ inter- 
vening in the debate, was to refer to 
the subject of the shipping combine, 
which, perhaps, was the most important 
went which had occurr2d in this 
yneration, and was most pregnant 
vith results which might be very serious 
0 this country. It was quite clear 
that this was not the time to fully 
debate this question, although it was 
“ually clear that at some period they 
uust have a full debate upon it in this 
House. When attention was last drawn 





» the subject on a Motion for the 
idjournment of the House, they did 
not know the facts, but they knew 
the facts now. What he wanted to 
know was what the law was as to these 
ets. The President of the Board of 
Trade had, of course, been conversant 
vith this matter for some time. That 
tight hon. Gentleman had avowed that 
ie had information about it, although 
le said it was not official, and therefore 
lecould not give it to the House. But 
lehad had that information in his pos- 
‘xsion for a time sufficient to give him 
i opportunity to consider the effect of 
i,and to enable him to tell the House 
vhat the law was with reference to the 
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sritish registry of the vessels affected 
by the shipping combine. He believed 
| he rightly understood the President of 
'the Board of Trade to say the other day 
that he was not aware that the vessels 
which had been acquired by the combine 


had lost their British registry. | e did 
not understand the right hon. Gentle- 


man to say that he was certain one way 
or another as to what the law was. He 
had already said that this was not the 
time for a full debate, but he did think 
that this was a time for further informa- 
tion being given by the right hon. 
Gentleman as to the position of this 
country on this matter. There was no 
question as to what the law meant. ‘The 
Merchant Shipping Act of 1894 most 
distinctly contemplated one condition, 
and one condition alone, as being pos- 
sible for a British register, and that was 
British ownership. No candid person 
could fail to see that, if the ships which 
had been bought by the Morgan combine 
were allowed to retain their British 
register, and were still held by the Board 
of ‘Trade to form part of the British 
Mercantile Marine, the whole intention 
and foundation of the Merchant Ship- 
ping Act of 1894 disappeared, and the 
Act itself became mere waste paper and 
idle verbiage. There was no question as 
to that, because the fact was that this 
combine had been avowedly made for the 
acquisition of those ships and everything 
connected with them—the whole of what 
constituted ownership; and it was on 
the term “ownership” that the whole 
thing turned. It was possible, and he 
thought it probable, that the right hon. 
Gentleman had been advisid that the 
Joint Stock Acts had affected the state of 
things as regarded ownership. Those 
Acts might have affected the techni- 
cal fact as to ownership, but they 
could not have affected ownership, 
in its proper meaning and _ intent, 
as used in the Merchant Shipping Act. 
There was no doubt that various back 
doors had been opened by the Joint 
Stock Acts, for instance with reference 
to contractors. A contractor with the 
Government who sat in this House was 
liable, he believed, to a penalty of £500 
for every time he sat and gave a vote 
in the House; but nevertheless it was 
notorious that half-a-dozen contractors 
for piers, docks, works up the Nile, 
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and so forth, sat in this House. They 
were Government contractors, but were 
held to be not Government contractors 
because they called themselves a com- 
pany. He did not believe, however, 
that anything in the Joint Stock Acts | be remembered that even if America was 
could affect what was meant in the/the seller of the trade, we were the 
Merchant Shipping Act as to the! buyer, and we had a perfect right to 
British register of vessels, because, as he | meet preferential methods by pre- 
had said, the whole thing turned on / ferential methods. ‘This matter was 
ownership. Suppose the ships of the | very urgent and deserving of immediate 
White Star Line technically belonged | consideration, and when the holidays were 
to the White Star Line whose office | over some opportunity must be found of 
was in Great Britain, but they really | bringing about a debate on this subject, 
belonged to a Company whose office|on which occasion he trusted the Gov. 
was in a foreign country; he be-| ernment would be prepared with the 
lieved that it would be quite idle’ exposition of a new policy, and be pre- 
and entirely contrary to law to say | pared to lay before the House some definite 
that vessels thus disposed of were still | proposals. In the meantime he wished 
entitled to be considered as British | the right hon. Gentleman to definitely 
vessels. He fully admitted at once that | tell the House what was the exact 
they could not prevent any shareholder | position according to law. He contended 
of the Joint Stock Company, nor any | thatthese vessels were no longer ‘‘owned,” 
individual, from selling his property in | in the sense used by the Merchant Ship. 
a ship, but when the sale was eifectually | ping Act, by British owners, and that 
made, and when the ownership was | they were no longer entitled to be kept 
transferred to a foreigner, that property | upon the British register. (2.5.) 
must have imposed upon it all the dis- | 
abilities, if any, which attached to the | 
sale. It was idle to pretend that these | 
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method could not be adopted of dealing 
preferentially with our own ships, and 
which should prohibit foreign ships 
under certain circumstances from bring- 
ing goods into this country. It must 





(2°35.) Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) desired 
| 


vessels had not been transferred to a|t® Support the hon. Member for Ross 
foreign company, although the name of | and eye ps 4 with re sas = 
the White Star Company was retained, | tection “ b eadharmage fisheries. ~ 
and the office was still in this country. | * strong advocate : the protection of 
He would ask the President of the Board | 5¢°ttish fisheries, but he had not s 


of Trade, categorically, whether he had | — ita 7 ye gg as = the 
been advised by the law officers of the | had ' peopre. vuestion . r pada 
Crown that these vessels which had been | De — put ‘sang ol soon al 
transferred to this combination continued | - ao they og ete yee 
to be British vessels attached to the| Wt” plausible promises which ha 
ee = /never been fulfilled. They were told 
British register. 

twelve months ago that there were five 

He had only one last word to say.| 7 “gamers aay ee g 
We were face to face with an entirely | Y°"°3 Watching the trish sea cont 
: ’ | fisheries to prevent the depredations of 
new contingency never contemplated by legal trawlers, and in answer tes 














the Merchant Shipping Act or the Joint 
Stock Companies Act. New methods 
had come into force, and they were only 
to be met by new methods on our part 
If the plan had been formed of buying 
upa certain number of British ships in 
order to form combinations whereby 
other British ships should be excluded 
from the Atlantic trade, and that was 
what he believed was meant, the Govern- 
ment ought to step in. It might be 
that an amendment was required of the 
Merchant Shipping Act. The Govern- 
ment ought to consider whether some 


Mr. Gibson Bowles, 


| Question the other day the Chief 
| Secretary stated that during the last year 
| there were eight captures, seven of which 
| were effected by one vessel. The fact was 
| that they had practically one vessel—be- 
‘longing to the Department of Agriculture 
| ~-to watchtheir fisheries. Nominally they 
had two, but the second, owing to her lack 
of speed, could not capture a trawler. 
The only capture she had ever made was 
when she caught a trawler napping. They 
did not ask for this protection in the 
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During the mackerel and 
seasons thecoast was largely frequented by 
Scottish, English, and Manx fishermen, 
and it was almost as much in their interest 
as in that of the Irish fishermen, that 
additional protection was _ sought. 
One vessel was not sufficient to 
patrol a coast of over 2000 miles. At 
least half-a-dozen boats were necessury, 
but if the Government would assist the 
Board of Agriculture by supplying three 
small fast despatch boats—they need not 


trawling 
could be prevented. Wherever 
trawling took place, the ground was torn 
up and the ova destroyed. It was bad 
enough on the decp-sea banks, but it was 
much worse when people were allowed to 
fish close in under the land at the 
mouth of harbours. But another class 
of fishermen, besides the steam trawlers, 
required watching. A good deal was heard 
of French encroachments on British 
territory, but little was heard of French 
encroachments on Irish fisheries. French 
fishermen, with much larger boats than 
ours, and a larger train of nets, took 
advantage of the bad watch kept to 
shoot their nets across the estuaries of 
the rivers, thus destroying the salmon 
as the trawler destroyed the ground fish. 
This was a state of things to be looked into. 


of the way. As soon as proper protection 
was given they would rest satisfied, and 
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be large gunboats—much of the illegal | 
within the three mile limit | 
that | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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interests merely of their own fishermen. | merchant sailors, that there were half a 
herring | million 


British seamen manning our 


ships— 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: British and 
Colonial. 


Mr. JOYCE said he found that in 1860 
|the proportion of foreigners in British 
ships as compared to British seamen was 
9-8. Ten years after, in 1870, the pro- 
portion was 10°9, in 1880, 13-72; 1890, 
| 14°63; 1900, 21:014, not counting Lascars 
or Asiatics. Those figures included the 





/number employed upon  foreign-going 
| British steamers. In 1900 there were 


174,532 British seamen employed in the 
foreign trade, and of these 36,893 were 
foreigners and 36,023 Asiaticstand Lascars. 
Therefore, those who said that the British 
seaman was dying out had very good 
reason for saying so. The Government 
ought not to allow those British seamen 
to be driven from the ships they had 
manned so long by foreigners ; and when 
the Board of Trade was dealing with any 
question in which the interests of the 
sritish shipowners were concerned, they 
should not lose sight of the important 
fact that if British shipping was being 
threatened now by the great combination, 
| British seamen had been threatened for 
/a good many years now. He thought it 





They were not asking for anything out | would be far better if those hon. Members 


who took such a deep interest in the 
shipping combine, and who brought 
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the Government would not be troubied | pressure to bear upon the Government 

by continual questioning ; but as long as | to safeguard the interests of shipowners 

they neglected to do their duty by pro- | would not lose sight of the fact that 

tecting this important industry, the British seamen were a part of the popu 

Irish Members would persist in raising the | lation of these islands, and it was not 

point. With regard to British seamen, | right that they should be driven from the 
ae ships, which they had manned so long 

the hon. Member for King’s Lynn was oy: ees Ba 5 

: , : . | served so well, by foreigners. 

mistaken in saying that the gee 

fishermen who fished on these coasts were | 

only long-shore men. The trawlers pro- | (2.50. ) Mr. J A M ES LOW THER 

duced a hardy race of seamen, and so did | (Kent, Thanet): I think the hon. Mem- 

the long-line fishermen. They had very | ber for King’s Lynn has done the House 

5 . 4 . A « 4 é 


; F ; he | good service in affording hon. Members 
arduous duties to perform, not in the} ., opportunity of discussing this subject 


of the shipping combine. I think we 
ought to clear our minds of a vast deal 
of the misconceptions which appear to 
surround this subject. Iam one of those 
who think that a person has a right to do 
what he likes with his own property 


T 


rivers, but many miles from the coast ; | 
they had to face a dangerous sea in| 
opon boats,and the industry wasa nursery | 
for the hardiest seamen that the British 
Isles produced. The hon. Member also 
stated, in dealing with the British 
VOL. CVI.  [Fourtn Series. ] 
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within certain limits, and no one has a 
right to blame Mr. Pierpont Morgan or 
anyone else for buying what is in the 
open market. Nothing could be more 
unfortunate than that any feeling should 
be raised against a kindred nation whose 
citizens are only exercising their indi- 
v:dual rights in making such purchases 
as they think fit. I think that all this 
stuff which we hear of the encroachments 
of American citizens in domestic affairs 
is singularly misplaced. Still, 1 am the 
last person to disregard the interests 
of our ‘mercantile marine and naval 
supremacy. As business men we ought 
to take a business view. The Govern- 
ment, it appears, have now some in- 
formation on the subject. For a long 
time my right hon. friend the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade admitted 
an utter absence of official information 
upon this subject, but it now appears 
that the Government, after some delay, 
have arrived at that degree of knowledge 
which every reader of the newspapers 
has possessed for some considerable time. 
We have been told before that the man 
in the street knows more of public affairs 
than the Minister responsible in Parlia- 
ment, but upon this matter there has 
been no mystery, and indeed, it appears 
to me that the promoters of this move- 
ment have been very frank in their state- 
ments which have appeared in the public 
Press. 


Adjournment 


There is one thing which appears to be 
plain—that a predominant influence has 
been acquired in British shipping by 
persons who are not subjects of His 
Majesty. Without pursuing the legal 
argument, I imagine that my hon. friend 
the Member for King’s Lynn is quite 
correct in the view he takes as to the law 
in regard to this matter, namely, that 
ships which have been acquired by a 
combination which has its main centre in 
another state can only in name continue 
to be British ships. We can gain our 
object by a calm and impartial considera- 
tion of this subject, and we should not 
hesitate in adopting legislation or action, 
reversing the course this country took 
many years ago, when we very unwisely 
cast aside the means of protecting our 
mercantile marine which the law for- 
merly afforded. This was done by 
what was called a great and _ beneficent 
measure for the freedom of trade from 
all its trammels, and the same argument 


Mr, James Lowther. 
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was used for ruining the agricultural 
interest. That course was carried out, 


and we now find ourselves absolutely 
defenceless in the face of one of the most 
serious difficulties which this country has 
ever had to face. I may be called a 
|reactionist if I appeal to the procedure 
and policy of our ancestors as better than 
'the shortsighted optimism of the present 
'age. The weapons which they took up are 
still available, and though, perhaps, it is 
somewhat late to shut the stable door 
when a considerable number of the occu- 
pants of the stable have bolted, still there 
might be left in a stray box or two a 
remnant which might be worth preserving. 


It is quite evident that this country 
will have to face, not in this connection 
alone, a very considerable recurrence to 
the wise policy which prevailed many 
years ago. Parliament will have to put 
aside its own vanity, and it will have 
to admit that it has unwisely put 
aside precautionary measures which the 
wisdom of our forefathers prescribed for 
the protection of our national interests. 
We have no fault to find with the 
Government of the United States; its 
attitude has been perfectly correct ; but 
I would remind the House that that 
Government has shown by their action 
a disposition to take precautions strangely 
in contrast with the policy of the British 
Parliament in recent years. The Ship 
ping Subsidy Bill which is about to be 
introduced in the United States takes a 
practical step towards creating and pre- 
serving a paramount interest in the 
shipping of the United States. I have 
heard the most absurd idea put forward 
in some quarters, that if we adopted 
what I venture to say is the practical 
and common-sense method of protecting 
our national interest, we should give rise 
to hostility on the part of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. I can 
imagine nothing more absurd. The 
United States have not shown any dis 
position to consult His Majesty’s Goverr- 
ment as to the details and arrangements 
for this great shipping combine, still les 
as to navigation laws and _ proposed 
methods for subsidising and _ assisting 
the American mercantile marine. 
believe that if this country were to afford 
facilities, whether by subsidies or any 
other means it is not for me to say, for 
trade within the limits of the British 
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empire by first class steamship services 
which should be available on the main 
routes by which our food supplies were 
carried, such a scheme would be generally 
applauded in this country, and not a 
single foreign power on the face of the 
globe would be disposed to raise a 
syllable of objection. The British empire 
is as much one, or should be as much 
one, as the various kingdoms or states 
which constitute the German empire, 
and I say that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are justified in making preferential 
arrangements, both by sea and land, 
with all the different component parts of 
the empire so far as fiscal relations are 
concerned. That is a fact whieh I think 
isnow generally admitted by all persons 
who have studied the subject. The old 
alarm that we might excite hostility on 
the part of foreign States should not 
deter us in view of the fact that every 
country manages its own fiscal affairs 
exactly asitlikes. No onecould find fault 
with our cementing the commercial rela- 
tions between Great Britain and the other 
parts of the empire any more than fault 
could be found because goods areallowed to 
pass between Bavaria, which is acknow- 
ledged as a quasi-independent monarchy, 
and the rest of the German empire. 


That is a fundamental right of this 
country, which I thought it right to 
dwell upon, because we are very apt to 
be drawn away from it by critics, in re- 
gard to this very movement. We have 
a perfect right to defend ourselves and 
our interests without consulting any 
power or combination of powers on the 
face of the earth. If we do not help our- 
selves, I wonder who will help us. The 
transfer of a vast tonnage of shipping, 
representing a large amount of capital, 
has startled the public of this country. 
I do not, of course, expect the Govern- 
ment to form hasty plans, though I am 
glad they have got beyond the stage of 
“know nothing” which has been some- 
what unduly prolonged. I believe it will 
assist the Government in coming to a 
reasonable conclusion on this matter if 
they bear in mind that the country would 
have no patience with any pedantic 
adherence to obsolete prejudices and dis- 
carded theories, in commercial and 
financial affairs which have done duty 
with a certain amount of success for half 
acentury, but which fail to come up to 
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the requirements of the time in which 
we now find ourselves placed. As to the 
actual steps to be taken I do not wish to 
go into them. I think there is great 
good to be derived from ventilating this 
subject, and it is the duty of those who 
hold opinions upon it to avail themselves 
of every legitimate opportunity of placing 
them before Parliament by way of warn- 
ing against a system, which during the 
past half century has seriously injured 
the interests of this country. 


(3.6.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May 
I say that it is impossible for the 
Government to raise objections to 
the rights private Members have 


of raising any question which they deem 
of importance on the Motion for the 
adjournment for the holidays. I do not 
complain of the use my right hon. friend 
has made of that discretion ; but I think 
I ought to repeat that in our opinion 
at the present stage of the discussion it 
is quite impossible for the Government 
to say anything with advantage—nay, 
it is impossible for us to say anything 
without disadvantage to the great public 
interests committed to our charge. The 
importance of the question is very great, 
and its difficulty is acknowledged by 
my right hon. friend and everybody who 
has considered it. The Government are 
now in communication with some of the 
parties most interested in this affair, and 
at the present time we certainly cannot 
break the silence imposed upon us by a 
public duty. May I add to that a 
remark whieh is specific and_ relative 
only to the speeches of my right hon. 
friend and the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn, that I think it would be for the 
general convenience if the debate could 
be brought to a speedy conclusion. The 
House is thin, and 1 do not think there 
is much advantage to be gained by pro- 
longing the debate. Certainly it would 
be a great convenience if hon. Gentle- 
men could either forego their right of 
speaking, or cut down their speeches 
within narrow limits. 


*(3.9.) Mr. BLAKE (Longford, § ): 
After what the First Lord of the 
Treasury has said I shall only say a 
few words which I think are absolutely 
necessary, particularly after the speech 
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of the right hon. Gentleman the Member 


Adjournment 


for Thanet. The question as to what is 
to be done in regard to the projected 
large transfers of British shipping is of 
vast consequence. I recognise the view 
of the First Lord of the Treasury that 
the Government must be the best judges 
—they being engaged in the discussion 
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which sH#® has at enormous cost to her 
people rigorously preserved, the flag of 
America would be absolutely. as it has 
been, practically swept from the seas. 
Wherever there is free competition you 
have beaten her hollow, and you are 
beating her hollow today. You do not 
understand their national sentiment on 


* . . | om “ ‘ ag re 
—of when the time has arrived at which | that matter. It is natural as well as 


they can usefully communicate anything | national. 


to the public, and consequently 1 think | 
the Government should not be pressed. | 
Nor shall I now discuss what should be | 
done. But there is one thing that 
should not be done. The general obser- 
vations of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Thanet as to the situation 
of Britain with reference to the carrying | 
trade and the lessons to be drawn from 
the policy of the past, which he proposes 
to reverse, seem to me to be so utterly 
opposed to the true possibilities of the 
case that I want to say a word about 
them. What was the condition of the 
relative carrying trade between America 
ana Great Britain before the great War of 
Secession? The ships were principally 


Their national sentiment is 
one of humiliation at the circumstance 
that a people of eighty millions with 
their mental, physical, and material re- 


/sources, with their ingenuity and pro- 


ductive power, ate excluded from the 
high seas, and that the goods they get 
from you and the goods they send to 
you, to the value of scores of millions 
of pounds, the great bulk of all being 
their own products, are transferred in 
bottoms to which they can lay no claim. 
I can understand that in these circum- 
stances they should try to do something 
to redeem their position, and what they 
ought to do to redeem it is to revert, as 
far as may he, to the British policy of 
Free Trade. They still say that it costs 





wooden, and America had the great 
bulk of her own carrying trade. When 
the War of Secession came on, Great 
Britain sent out the Alabama, and the 
American ships were swept from the 
seas. The low duties and the generally, 
comparatively speaking, sound and suc- 
cessful fiscal policy which the American 
Government had adopted up to that time 
were then reversed, and extremely high 
protective duties were established, first 
for.the revenue purposes of the war, but 
also for those protective objects which 
the right hon. Gentleman so earnestly 
desires. ‘That result coincided with the 


about half as much again to build ships 
in the Philadelphia yards as in British 
| yards, and therefore they cannot com- 
| pete. But the right hon. Gentleman wants 
to make things as dear here as they are 
in America, and to proceed by a system 
of mutual disadvantages instead of by 
taking advantage of natural oppor- 
tunities. Now you cannot expect that the 
extraordinary predominance which you 
had once obtained, and which you even now 
largely hold in the carrying trade of the 
world, should continue. It is natural that 
so soon as the nations of the world learn, 
or so soon, at any rate, as Americans learn, 





introduction of iron, and subsequently of 
steel, for the bottoms on the sea, and 
with the increasing replacement of sail 
by steam, and England wedded to what 
the right hon. Gentleman calls the fatal 
policy of Free Trade, and having the 
advantage of coal and iron ores, and her 
shipbuilding and engineering interest 
being first in the field, obtained her now 
somewhat waning but still predominant 
position in the carrying trade of the 
world. If it were not for the enormous 
coasting trade, extending from the North 
Atlantic round the Horn to the North 
Pacific besides the vast inland trade. 


Mr. Blake. 


that by taking advantage of their natural 
conditions, and avoiding artificial res 
| trictions they can build to much greater 
| purpose than they do now, you should find 
the predominance of Britain still further 
trenched upon. You are not the monopo- 
lists of the high seas of the world. But, 
with the advantages freedom gives, and 
skill, energy, and capital improve, you 
ought, maybe with some relief from legis 
lative burdens, to hold your own. But 
do not take the right hon. Gentleman's 
advice. Do not abandon the foundations 
and fruits of your success. Do not sink 
from your place, by right of worth, on the 
open seas, to a protected coasting trade 
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round these little shores. I think that, 
rightly viewed, what has happened 
is a tribute to, and an acknowledg- 
ment of, the soundness of British policy 
with regard to the carrying trade. 
What has happened is a confession and 
acknowledgment that the Americans 
cannot build in their own yards ships to 
compete with you, and practically they 
have bought from you for half as much 
again as they are worth a lot of English 
ships in order to carry on competition with 
Great Britain in the carrying of their own 
products from their own ports. That is 
what the scare is about. [Cries of 
“No.”] I think it is very largely 
so, and I think it will be found 
out when dividend day comes.  Not- 
withstanding this remarkable object 
lesson of the result of your policy in the 
past, the right hon, Gentleman seizes this 
occasion to declare that you have set up 
false idols of Free Trade, and that the old 
gols of Protection are to be enshrined 
once more in this unhappy land. 


*(3.16) Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): I rise with considerable re- 
luctance to address the House, but at the 
same time I feel it my duty to do so in 
consequence of the most unsatisfactory 
replies which I, in common with others, 
have received from Ministers in regard to 
the treatment of military prisoners. This 
isan old question, which however has now 
got to a breaking point. No true argu- 
ment can be advanced by the Government 
to shatter the contention which has been 
and will be advanced that they have not 
made adequate provision for the treatment 
of military prisoners. The extension of 
the war is no excuse, and former Govern- 
ments as well as the present Administra- 
tion are responsible. The Inspector 
General of Military Prisons in his report 
for 1899 said— 

“The accommodation in prisons for military 
oflenders which was reduced in November 1898 
¥ the Naval Prison in Lewes becoming unvail- 
able for soldiers, was further reduced in April 
1899 in consequence of the Naval Prison at 
Bodmin being reserved entirely for the Navy. 
This loss has seriously increased the strain on 
the already insufficient Military Prison accom- 
modation in England, and specially affects the 
Western Military Districts, in which there is 
no military prison. It has necessitated the 
committal of a larger number of soldiers under 
sentences of court martial to the criminal 
prisons, and I regret to observe that in the 
riminal prisons in England and Wales alone 
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there are no less than 310 soldiers now serving 
sentences of imprisonment for breaches of 
military discipline. It is manifestly unfair to 
a military offender, that he should, by the 
mere accident of want of accommodation in a 
military prison, be relegated to a criminal 
prison, be practically classed as a criminal, be 
subjected to the same treatment as a criminal 
prisoner, wear the prison dress and be thus 
permanently degraded.” 


Further than that, we find that in 1899 
the governor of one of the largest military 
prisons in the United Kingdom, viz., that 
at Aldershot, said that— 


‘During the year 547 prisoners, owing to 
want of accommodation, were transferred to 
civil prisons, there to undergo sentences, and, 
in the words of the Official Report, ‘ were 
practically classed as criminals, wore a prison 
dress, and thus were permanently degraded ;’ to 
which I would add, ‘and their etticiency as 
soldiers greatly impaired.’ The necessity of thus 
transferring offenders against military discipline 
to criminal prisons demands, I think, immediate 
attention.” 


I am sorry to observe that the Secretary 
for War is not in his place, though I gave 
him notice that I would raise this question. 
To continue the accumulated evidence in 
support of my case, I quote from the 
Report of the Governor of York Castle, 
who says— 


‘One source of crime is the superficial 
teaching given to the young soldier in keeping 
himself and equipment clean, and after a series 
of minor punishments on this account the 
recruit gets disheartened and lands in prison, 
when it is apparent he lacks both knowledge 
and application in kit cleaning, Most of the 
crimes come from the combination of drink and 
temper, and were it possible for the Army 
Temperance Societies to get in touch with 
prisoners and give them a helping hand 
immediately on release, it would be of great 
assistance to them. Possible imprisonment 
is no deterrent to a man who has never under- 
gone it, offences being heedlessly committed on 
the spur of the moment, much in the same way 
as deeds of dash and gallantry ; but by improv- 
ing the prisoner, keeping him fit in his own 
trade, and interesting him and working him at 
industries away from temptation, he is given a 
great chance of pulling himself together and 
returning to the colours a better man, with the 
probability of being less likely to err.” 


To conclude this branch of the subject, 
I think the following words from the 
report of the Inspector General of Military 
Prisons for 1900 must have some influence 
upon the House— 


‘* Even the men sentenced by court martial to 
hard labour imprisonment a discharged from 
the Army forserious or repeated military offences, 
it would seem only reasonable to class differently 
to the habitual offender against the criminal law, 
and I believe thatit would bein the best interests 
of the Army to confine all such men in one 
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penal establishment distinct from the ordinary 
criminal prisons, to instruct them in trades, 
and employ them on work for the Army, and, 
by arrangement with philanthropic societies to 
provide for their help on discharge, for their 
being given a start in civil life, and saved from 
falling into dishonest ways. I would here 
observe that the court-martial prisoner dis- 
charged from the Army from a criminal prison 
is not usually helped by the Local Aid Society 
unless such prisoner belongs to the locality. 
He is thus at a disadvantage as compared with 
the criminal.” 
From the last report on military prisons 
available it appears that the number of 
prisoners received under sentence of 
courts martial exceeded in 1900 the 
number for the year 1899 by 1100, as is 
shown by the following figures—1899, 
8,782 ; 1900, 11,888. The number of 
court martial prisoners received. into 
military prisons (5871) is, doubtless, only 
a proportion (probably not more than 
one-half) of the actual number sentenced, 
seeing that the average strength of the 
Army was nearly double that of the year 
before, and that many sentences must 
have been carried out, especially on 
active service in South Africa, in estab- 
lishments other than military prisons. 
Before I leave this part of the question 
I may point out that the authorities had 
had timely warning of the probable 
increase in the number of prisoners. In 
1885 the number of military prisoners 
in local prisons in England and Wales 
-was 153, in 1895 it was 410, in 1895 it 
was 328, in 1898 it was 433, in 1899 it 
was 442, and in 1900 it was 1,042. 
During the last seven years of the period 
I have referred to the number of military 
prisoners sentenced for purely military 
offences, serving their sentences in local 
prisons has doubled. If in that time the 


authorities could not build adequate | 


accommodation for a thousand prisoners, 
then I say that they have not discharged 
their duty with proper obligation to 
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to military dicipline. Now, the testi- 


this further 
emphasised in the report of the Inspector 


mony on subject is 


General of Military Prisons. He says 
that of the total number of 2000 soldiers 
discharged from the Army every year 
only a little over 20 per cent. are dis- 
charged as the result of disgraceful or 
even of very serious military crime ; that 
many are mere lads, and that under 
altered circumstances these men might 


have made good soldiers. The Governor 


of Kendal Military Prison says 


“Seventeen men passed through the prison 
who were discharged on application of com- 
manding officer; all well behaved and good 
workers ; many mere lads. It is regrettable 
that they should be lost to the service, and 
that something cannot be done to try them in 
other regiments and surroundings.” 


The Governor of Colchester Military 
Prison says— 


‘There is a man here now, with only eight 
months service, who is to be discharged at the 
expiration of his sentence. He is the smartest, 
cleanest, and best set-up man [ have had here, 
and it seems a pity that he should be lost to 
the Army. He was anxious to continue 
soldiering, but deserted under the influence 
of a woman to whom he was married without 
leave.” 


The treatment of military prisoners has 


substantially improved. The Governor 


of Kendal says— 


** The last year of the century is chiefly note- 
worthy for the introduction of the new order 
of things by which prisoners in confinement 
now wear their own uniform instead of being 
clothed in unsightly prison dress, which, with 
no good results, made the smartest look repel- 
lent, and in all cases diminished self-respect. 
It is impossible to speak too highly of this 
innovation, which has raised the tone and 
morale of the prison. This carried with it 





the public, nor with a due regard 
Mr. Claude Hay. 


| sensible marehing order parades and inspec: 
| tions, and marked improvement in drill.” 
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The Governor of Dublin Military prison 
says— 

“] think an appreciable improvement in the 
prisoners’ conduct is due to the discarding of 
the old humiliating prison dress ; a prisoner 
dressed in uniform can realise that he is still a 
soldier, and generally behaves, looks, and bears 
himself as such; one now sees little of the 
sullen, slouching, hang-dog demeanour that 
many men used to assume when dressed in 
prison garb.” 


The Inspector General of Military 
Prisons in his Report says that— 
“The crank and the useless and exhausting 


shot exercise have given place to physical 
drill, gymnastics, parades, and drills in 


marching order, profitable and industrial 
work, and school teaching. The aim of the 


treatment is to develop the young soldier 
mentally and physically, and make him a 
useful self-respecting man and a_ better 
soldier.” 


The Inspector General goes on to say 
that the Amendment of the prison 
treatment of prisoners in military 
prisons— 


“Ts in accordance with the views of the 
most enlightened officers of the Army, from 
many of whom [I have received gratifying 
expressions of improvement and encourage- 
ment. I am, however, aware that there is a 
small minority who regard these changes with 
disfavour, who contend that prisons should be 
places of punishment pure and simple ; that 
prison ftreatment should be entirely penal, 
degrading, and unprofitable, the labour 
uninteresting, and so hard as to break down 
the prisoner, the one object being to frighten 
and ;so deter others from offending against 
discipline and order. These objectors I am 
satisfied, can have given no 'serious thought 
to the subject. They have not realised 
that such a system cannot improve, but is 
calculated to brutalise. They have not 
realised the fact that most of the young 
soldiers in — for purely military otlences, 
to say nothing of those who desert or are 
discharged for bad conduct (amounting in 
the year under review to over 8,000) are 
brought to prison, or lost to the Army in a 
great measure through the fault of their 
instructors ; that they might be made into 
good and loyal soldiers by patient teaching, 
hy encouragement, by a little interest in and 
system with them.” 


(Cries of “ Divide” andinterruption]. In 
spite of the interruption of the hon. 
Member for Peckham, I am not to be 
put down, because [| know I am 
performing a public duty in calling 
attention to the extent of this evil, 
and to the sorrows which the present 


system inflicts upon the prisoners and 
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their families. I am also justified 
in doing so because other measures 
which others have taken have not had 
the desired effect upon the authorities. 

It is not reasonable to advance the 
argument that there are only now 712 
military offendersin prison. The average 
sentence does not run to the whole year 
--the average sentence is about three 
months, therefore in the course of the 
year we should have nearly 3,000 
military prisoners in civil prisons. It 
is all very well for the Secretary of 
State for War to say a military prisoner 
has better treatment than civil pri. 
soners, but the only advantages that 
they can secure are to be put in the 
Star Class. This arrangement on the 
part of the prison authorities lifts 
a certain amount of prisoners up 
to the Star Class, but anybody with 
any knowledge of prisons knows that 
geographical 
possible, 


isolation is almost im- 
that one of the sub- 
jects dealt with year after year in 
the Commissioners’ reports is the dan- 
ger and the trouble that arise from 


prison contamination ; therefore I say, 


and 


with all the energy in my power, that 
the Government has been very remiss 
by not taking time by the forelock, in 
not taking advice from the responsible 
officers engaged in the management of 
military offenders. They are casting on 
these unfortunate young men not only 
great misery, but the stigma of crime 
which they are not entitled to bear. 
I am told that of the military prisoners 
within civil prisons, the number who 
would be there if they were not soldiers 
would be very small. I deny that the 
facts justify such a statement. They 
are nearly all prisoners for military 
offences, and when you commit them 
to civil prisons, you do wrong. | 
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have heard it that 
them are young overgrown striplings, 
utterly unfit to serve at the front, and 
who should never have been sent out, 


said 


and to try and get out of this responsi_ 
bility by saying that a young man has | Tight hon. Gentleman 


only been in the army eight months, 
and is therefore practically a civilian, 
is simply striking at the root of 
military discipline. What I am_ say- 
ing may not be very popular in 
certain quarters, but I know full 
well that there a and 
growing public opinion in this matter. 
In calling attention to it I do not do so 
in any spirit of hostility to the Secretary 
of State for War, who I know has been 
heavily engaged in other work in his 
department, but I say the time has 
arrived when some definite statement 
should be made by the Government. In 
conclusion, I would only refer to the 
several answers I have received in reply 
to the questions I have raised. No 
legislation is required to remedy this evil, 
the Secretary of State by the stroke of 
his pen can provide that no soldiers be 


is strong 


committed to a local prison. 


Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid) : 
I cordially endorse the remarks of 
my hon. friend the Member for 
Limerick with regard to the patrolling of 
the Deep Sea Fisheries on the coast of 
Ireland ; we certainly do require faster 
vessels for that purpose. I would just 
wish to obtain the views of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land on a subject which hon. Members 
on these Benches have been continuously 
bringing under his notice. We are forced 
to put Questions almost every other day 
which show glaring defects in the ad. 
ministration of the Labourers Acts in 
Ireland, and which prove the absolute and 


Mr. Claude Hay. 
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urgent necessity which exists for their 
Amendment and for the extension of 
their provisions to classes of working 





men who are at present outside 
the scope of their operations. The 
has admitted 


the necessity for legislation, has stated 
| that the subject was engaging the atten- 
tion of the Government, and has practi- 
cally promised that he would introduce 
an amending Bill. Now, Sir, as I intend 
dealing with this subject more fully at a 
later stage I will not refer further to it 
now, but as the question is one which 
affects the well-being, the comfort and the 
happiness of thousands of the Irish 
population, I would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to make a definite and favour. 
able statement as to when he intends to 
introduce legislation for the better hous. 


ing of the working classes in Ireland. 


*(3.42.) Mr. DELANY (Queen's Co, 
Ossory) said he quite sympathised with 
the views of his hon. friend the Member 
for Mid Cork, but he desired to bring 
forward another question which he was 
sure the House, when in possession of the 
facts, would regard as of very serious 
moment, not only to his constituents 
| but to the Midlands in Ireland generally. 
It was the question of the Barrow 
In the last session, as well as 








drainage. 
in the present session, he had endeavoured 
to get an opportunity for bringing the 
matter before the House, but he was not 
Last session he 
| cessful the ballot, but 
ltime arrived to move his Motion the 


successful. was slic- 


in when the 
Leader of the House brought forward 
a Motion taking all the private Members 
On that occasion 


days that remained, 


the right hon, Gentleman promised him 





that the Chief Secretary would consider 
the matter during the recess, and he, 
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therefore, did not again attempt to raise 


the question. What happened during 


the recess? The Chief Secretary was in 
Queen’s County, and he wrote to the right 
hon. Gentleman asking him to visit the 


district, but he received a reply that the 


right hon. Gentleman had other engage- | 


ments which obliged him to go elsewhere. 
As far as he could see, the right hon. 


Gentleman, publicly, at all events, 


gave the matter very little consideration. 


He addressed a Question to the right hon. 
Gentleman at the commencement of the 
present session, asking him what was the 
result of his consideration ; and the right 
hon. Gentleman replied that the arterial 
drainage of Ireland was a large question, 


he did 


deal at present. 


with which not see his way to 
It was not the question 
of the arterial drainage of Ireland that 
he was bringing forward, but that of the 
Barrow drainage. 

The history 
As 


was done, and 


of the question was as 


follows. far back as 1847 damage 


survey and valuation 


estimates were in order to 


prepared, 


take advantage of the Arterial Drainag: 


Act of 1842 In Iss? the Govern 
ment of the day promised half th 
wst of the survey and valuation, the 


ther half being guaranteed The 


in 1885 Lord Spencer, 


le cally. 


result was that 
who was then Lord Lieutenant, 


a Vice-Regal 


known as Lord Castletown’s Commission, 


appointed 
Commission, which was 
onwhich there were v ery experien ed local] 
nen. ThatCommission reported in favour 
ofa scheme of drainage amounting in the 
aggregate to £550,000, and pressed the 
wgency of the matter. The Royal 
Vommission Irish Public Works 
ippointed in 1887 also had the subject 
They had the 
Report of the Vice-Regal Commission 


on 


wder consideration. 


if 1885 before them, and they, too, 
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[FourTH SERIES. | 





AY 1902} 


(Whitsuntide). 


526 


reported in favour of a scheme oj 


| drainage. The result was that the First 
Lord of the Treasury, when Chief Secre- 
| tary for Ireland, in 1888 introduced a 
Bill, which, however, did not come up 
for Second Reading. In the following 


| session the right hon. Gentleman intro- 


duced a more comprehensive Bill of 
some forty-five clauses dealing with the 
question. The preamble of the Bill 


contained the following extract from the 


Report of the Royal Commission on 
Public Works in lreland— 
The basin of the Upper Barrow suffers 


more from floods than any other part of Ireland. 

.. The proportion which the lands flooded 
and injured bear to the whole eatchment area 
is exceptionally high ; during 
with water is 


the length of time 
which large tracts are covered 
often considerable ; and there are severa 
lying towns within the limits of the river basin 
which suffer both directly and indirectly from 
Altovether the the 


district may be described as deplorable.” 


inundation. condition of 


This Commission proposed to carry out 
a scheme of drainage to the extent of 
£360,000, 0f which £215,000was to beafree 
Treasury grant, the balance to be raised on 
loan under ordinary conditions. That Bill, 
he was sorry tosay, was withdrawn ; why, 
he had never been able to understand. 
What he wished to impress on the House 
was that the condition of things was 
The 


bed of the river was being filled up with 


every day getting worse and worse 
silt to such an extent that the water had 
not sufficient space to flow, and the 
consequence was that floods had become 
very serious and threatening, not only 
to property, but to health, and even to 
‘life, in the locality. He wished to quote 
from the reports of the medical officers 
of health, whom the Chief Secretary 
would recognise as officials of the Local 


Government Board. The late Dr. William 
U 





S 
J 
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Neale, Medical Ofiicer of Health, Mount- | 


mellick, reported— 


**T know of several instances in which houses 
are rendered untit for habitation by flooding. 
I have no doubt that the health of the district 
venerally, and particularly in those portions 
near which the flooded lands are, is injuriously 
affected by the flooding. Sometime ago, whole 
families had to leave their houses in conse- 
quence of the floods. We had diphtheria in 
the district, which, I feel certain, was due to 
the flooded condition of the land about ; there 
is also typhoid fever which is due to defective 





drains. The district is much subject to fogs. 
The health of the district is injuriously affected, 
and would, 


opinion, 
materially by The town cannot be | 


be improved most | 
effectually drained in its present state. ond 
| 


in my 
drainage. 


sewerage is thrown back into the drains when 
there is high water in the river, and I observe | 


injurious effects as regards health at the season 





when the waters become stagnant and evapora- | 
tion takes place.” 


Dr. Tabuteau, Medical Officer of | 
Health at Portarlington, reported— 


heen medieal officer of this district | 
I have seen frem thirty | 
to forty houses or perhaps more flooded continu- 

ously by the Barrow. I have attended patients 


*T have 


for over fifteen years, 


in some of those houses with water from three | 
to four inches in depth round the posts of the | 
bed, and I myself standing on a chair, I have | 
frequently attended people under such circum- 
stances. The floors of the houses are composed 
of clay, and when the 
the floors in a terrible state. 


| 
flood subsides it leaves | 
Damp, bad vapours | 
exhale from the floors, and all kinds of mischief 


is done. The result is that the people, who are 


all poor, find great difficulty in getting well 
again. There have been epidemics in the town 


and fever. There 
fifty cases of typhoid, some years ago, in the 


town alone, of the most virulent type. 


—scarlatina were some 
I have 
reason to believe that immense damage is done 
to the pump wells of the town from the floods, 
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not be removed. He died two or three days 
afterwards. The wholejhouse was flooded ; this 
was in Spring. The people are obliged to leave 
their houses, and it is getting worse every 
year. The floods conduce very much to dis. 
ease. At present we have searlatina in the 
town, and we have a good deal of fever from 
time to time, particularly in the Autumn. 
Fever, rheumatism, searlatina, and chest affee- 
tions prevail. I have been keeping a register 
for forty-three years. Within the last fifteen 
or twenty years disease has greatly inereased 
in the district. L[attribute this increase to the 
flooding. The unsanitary state of the district 
produces a number of orphans who have to be 
provided for in the workhouse as well as a 
number of sick persons.” 


He would not read further reports; but 
he desired to mention that the 45,000 
acres which were flooded at the time 
of the Commission had now increased 
The floods 
of 1900 were particularly severe, but 


those of November, 1901, were the 
most severe of all. He himself went 


to the scene last November. One house, 


'which was occupied by an old woman 


and her sons and daughters, was 
flooded. The people had only jus 
|time to carry the old woman out 


beforethe house collapsed. When he visited 
the scene the sons were removing the 
On the other side of the road 
was a comfortable cottage which was 


debris. 


propped up to prevent it being carried 
away by the flood. The water mark 
on the walls was three feet high, and 
the bedding and _ bed 


clothes were 
could 





which flush back sewerage into the wells.” 


Dr. M. W. 
ported— 


Hanlon, Portarlington, re- 


“T have known the district for forty years, 
and I cannot conceive any district worse off in 
respect of flooding. I may mention a case in 


point. A man was lying ill with fever in his 
house. I wasasked to go with the medical ofticer 


tosee him. When we called there was a foot of 
water under the bed upon which the patient 
lay. He had become so weak that he could 


Mr. Delany. 


saturated. Hon. Gentlemen 
imagine the condition of a house in which 
| fiv e, six, or eight inches of water re 
He had 
seen water running in the front door 
and out the back door; and had seen 


dams at the doors to keep the water out. 


| mained for a couple of days. 


He wished to direct the attention of the 
House, and of the Chief Secretary, to a 
few letters which were very remarkable. 
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“ My land has been flooded three times during 
the past two years to the extent of 224 acres 
statute ; and [ estimate my loss on hay and 
ass at £115. If the Barrow River is not 
cleaned up, farmers situated as I am, on the 
hanks of the river, will have to throw up 
their farms and emigrate.” 


He had several other letters to a similar 
elect; but what he wished to impress on 
the Chief Secretary was that the public 


health of the district, which included six 


itwas only health and property that was 


{16 May 1902} 


under consideration. 
by the Commission appointed by Lord 
Spencer in 1886, and again in 1887, and 
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Surely thismatter had been longenough 
It was considered 


it was time the question was taken out 
of the domain of consideration into the 
domain of practicalaction. Irelandreceived 
absolutely no return for all the taxes her 


people paid, and some remedy should be 


'found for the habitual and consistent 


| . . . 
| neglect with which her interests were 
large towns, was involved. Heretofore, | treated. 


endangered ; but now life itself was in| 
IRELAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 


/hon. Member for the Ossory Division 


danger. Last November the cottage of a 


poor woman, with three young children, 


the morning. 
a table in a bed, but the water came up 


to the table. Four volunteers, two of 


h jcomen. swam in: manned 1 : : 
them policemen, swam in and rescued the |He has asked me why the Bill which 


woman and children, and received the 


The following appeared in the Press— 


“At the Mountmellick Petty Sessions on 
Tuesday medals, forwarded by the Royal 
Humane Society for those who distinguished 
themselves in saving the lives of persons im- 
perilled by the floods of November last, were 
presented by the Chairman, Mr. R. Warburton, 
D.L.—Mr. Wm. Bailey, Mr. M‘Evoy, Sergeant 
Fitzsimons, Constables Dillon and Burke, were 
each presented with a medal and certificate of 
the Society. The recipients of the medals ex- 
pressed the acknowledgments in suitable 
terms.” 


The Press also reported that at a meet- 
ing of the Royal Humane Society in 
London testimonials were forwarded to— 


“Constables J. Quinlivan and Peter Conboy, 
R.LC., for their pluck in saving Dorah Whelan, 
aged 60, who was in danger of drowning in her 
cottage, owing to the Barrow overflowing its 
lanks at Kilmalogue, 
13th November.” 


King’s County, on 


River Barrow 


(4.0.) THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 


: . : . lof ¢ an’s C 3 o forw 

whose husband was fighting in South | %! oun tet has brought forward 
os . : . |a@ subject in which he very naturally 
Arica, was flooded about four o’clock in | ‘ 
. ? | takes 
She put the children on | 


considerable interest. It can. 
|/not be denied that the floods on the 


exercise a very great 


effect in the Division which he represents. 


| was once presented to the House was 
medals of the Royal Humane Society. 


withdrawn. 


It was withdrawn because 


at that date it was impossible to effect 


/arrangements by which the Bann area 





the case of the river Bann. 


would contribute to some scheme of 
arterial drainage. Since that Bill was 
abandoned the government of Ireland 
has devoted itself to other works of a 
reproductive character—light railways, 
etc. I have always said that arterial 
drainage was a most important matter 
for Ireland. But the hon. Member has 
urged that he is concerned with the 
river Barrow alone, and that I am_ not 
entitled to speak of arterial drainage as 
a whole. I, however, would be deceiving 
the House if I pretended that it was 
possible to take up the case of the 
river Barrow without also taking up 


He has 


asked me to take the question out of 
the domain of consideration into 


the 
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domain of practical work. I have AGED PENSIONERS (No. 2) BILL, 


recently been engaged in endeavouring 
to deal with land legislation and aso 
with the provision of 
Ireland. 


harbours on 
We can 


and | 


hon. 


the west coast of 
only do one thing at a 
should really be 


Member if, in order that the House might 


time, 


deceiving the 





adjourn early, [I promised that effective 
steps would be taken during the present 
session They cannot be. Legislation is 
no time tor legisla- 
Funds 


are required, and [ have no funds at my 


required, and there is 


tion on the subject this session. 
disposal. I would ask him, however, to 
take it from me that the questions of the 
rivers Barrow and Bann are questions 
present to my mind, and are objects to 
which, in my opinion, public money could 
well be devoted. Further than that I can- 
not go. Reference has also been made to 
the fishery question ; I hope immediately 
after Whitsuntide to introduce a Bill to 
provide further harbour accommodation 
on the west coast of Ireland. The point 
with which the hon. Member for Limerick 
city dealt, was the injurious eifect created 
by trawlers. He complained that Ireland 
was not treated so well as Scotland in 
the matter of protection from the 
Admiralty. I am not yet in a position 
to say anything definite upon that point, 
with the 


but I am in communication 


Admiralty upon the matter, and at any 


Order for Second Reading read. 


*Mr. SPEAKER called the attention 
of the House to the fact that the 
provisions of the Bill were identical with 


' those of the Aged Pensioners Bill which 


had been read a second time on 19th 


March last. 


Whereupon the Order was discharged, 
ind the Bill withdrawn. 


FRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
(WALES) BILL. 


LIQUOR 
Order for Second Reading read. 


(7.10.) Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS 
(Denbighshire, \W.) said the measure was 
substantially the same as that which 
passed a Second Reading in 1891 and 
again in 1-93. It provided that a poll 
might be taken of the ratepayers in any 
district upon three questions in regard 
to the granting of liquor licences—(1) 
Whether there should be total prohibi- 
tion in the district ; (2) whether there 
should be a reduction of licences; and 
(3) whether it was desirable that new 


licences should be granted. With 
regard to the first question, a majority 
of two-thirds was required in an 


affirmative sense before the resolution 


rate my efforts are in the direction would become effective, while in the 
desired by the hon. Member. The hon.) other cases a bare majority was 
Member for Mid Cork asked me when I | gyfticient. 
hoped to introduce a measure dealing 
with the provision of houses for the | 

I shall introduce a| Notice taken that forty Members 


labouring classes. 
Bill on the subject shortly after Whit- 


suntide. ‘The Bill is already drafted. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Mr. Wyndham. 


were not present ; House counted, and, 
forty Members not being present, 


The House was adjourned at 4 
quarter after Four of the 
clock till Monday, 26th May. 
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The House met at Two of the Clock. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





BIRMINGHAM ASSAY OFFICE BILL 
[Lorps], 
DEAL AND WALMER GAS BILL 
[Lorps], 
PLYMOUTH, DEVONPORT, AND SOUTH | 
WESTERN JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL | 
{Lorps]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with- | 
out Amendment. 


DONEGAL RAILWAY BILL [Loxps]. 
[Not amended.] Considered ; to be 
read the third time. 


WATERFORD AND BISHOP FOY 
ENDOWED SCHOOLS BILL [(Lorps], 


WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 
As amended, considered; to ke read 
the third time. 
BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL 
{LorpDs], 


BRADFORD-ON-AVON GAS BILL 
[Lorps}, 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY (No. 2) 
BILL [{Lorps]. 


RICKMANSWORTH GAS BILL [Lorps]. | 
Read a second time, and committed. | 
| 

PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (No. 8). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 


{26 May 1902} 


| first 
| Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. 
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PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional 


Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the General Pier and Harbour 


| Act, 1861, relating to Chatham, Fal- 


mouth, Harrington, St. Annes’s-on-Sea, 
and Tenby,” presented, and read the 
time; to be referred to the 


[Bill 220.] 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 4) BILL. 


“To confirm a Provisional Order 


| made by the Board of Trade under the 


General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, 
relating to Watchet,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 221.] 





PETITIONS. 
BURGH POLICE AND PUBLIC HEALTH 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Forfar, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Tabie. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
} 


4h. 


Petitions for alteration: From School 
Board for London; and Heanor ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


FRESHWATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Forfar, for alteration : 
to lie upon the Table. 


Petition from Ayr, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 
ICE CREAM SHOPS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition froin Forfar, for alteration ; 


+ Orders made by the Board of Trade | to lie upon the Table. 
‘Sunder the General Pier and Harbour | 


> 


Act, 1861, relating to Chatham, Fal- | 
mouth, Harrington, St. Anne’s-on-Sea, | 


LICENSING BILL. 
Petition from Portmadoc, in favour; 


and Tenby, ordered to be brought in by | to lie upon the Table. 


Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr. Austen | 
Chamberlain. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 4). 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order | 

made by the Board of Trade under the | 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 


Petition of the School Board for Lon- 
don, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table. 
LONDON WATER BILL. 


Petition from Wandsworth, in favour 
the 


General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861,| of the direct representation of 
relating to Watchet, ordered to be Metropolitan Boroughs upon the pro- 
brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour and | posed Water Board; to lie upon the 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain. | Table. 


VOL. CVIUT [FourtH SERIES. | X 
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MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against: From Wimborne; 
and Blandford ; to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petitions in favour: From Pakefield 
and, Stranraer; to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from. Forfar, for alteration ; | 


to lie upon the Table. 


, REPORTS, ETC. 


RETURNS 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (WHITSUN- 
1IDE RECESS), 

The following Papers, presented by 

command of His Majesty during the 

Whitsuntide recess, 


during the recess, pursuant 
Standing Order of the 14th August, 
1896 :— 


1. Trade Reports (Annual Series).— 


Copies of Diplomatic and Consular | 
Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2,798 | 


to 2,805 ; 
2. Consular + “oo (Miscel- 
laneous, No. 6, 1902).— 
Xeturn of the names, ages, 
previous employment of 
appointed to the salaried Consular | 
Service, 1897 to 1902 ; 
Army.—Copy of Papers relating to | 
the administration of martial law | 
in South < frica. 


and 


Ordered, that the said Papers do lie | 
upon the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (BOROUGH OF 
CHRISTCHURCH), 
Copy presented, of Order made by the | 
Council of the Borough of Christchurch | 
altering certain polling districts in the | 


borough [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 
PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDI- 


TIONAL LICENCE). 

Copy presented, of Licence granted | 
by His Majesty to Mary Ann Kelly, | 
a convict under detention in Aylesbury | 
Prison, permitting her to be at large on | 


{COMMONS} 


were delivered to | 
the Librarian of the House of Commons | 
to the | 


Copy of | 


persons | 
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condition that she enter the Elizabeth 
Fry Refuge, Hackney, E. [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


MODEL SCHOOLS (IRELAND). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 25th February; Jr. Thomas 
0’ Donnell} ; to lie upon the Table. 





INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRE. 
LAND). 

Copy presented, of Rules and Pro. 
|gramme of Examinations for 1903 [by 
Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
‘printed. [No. 188.] 


PRISONS (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Rules for Visiting 
Committees of ordinary prisons in 
Ireland [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 189.] 


LAND REGISTRY. 
Copy presented, of Report of the 
| Registrar of the Land Registry on the 
first three years (1899, 1900, and 1901) 
of the work of constructing a general 
Register of Title for the County of 
London [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 

BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy presented, of Revised Instruc- 

'tions applicable to the Code of 1902 
|[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Paper laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House :— 


MEDWAY CONSERVANCY. 
Copy of Statement of Receipts and 


| Expenditure of the Conservators for the 
| year ending 25th March, 


1902 [by Act]. 


WUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


North Sea Fisheries—Expenditure on 
Scientific Investigation. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty : To 
|ask the Lord Advocate if he will state 
in what manner it is proposed to expend 
the sum of £16,000, which appears in 
this year's Estimates, Class 4, Vote 6, 
Item (), North Sea Fisheries Investiga- 
tion. 
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(Answer.) The sum of £16,000, pro-| not convinced that it would be effective 
vided for North Sea Fisheries Investiga- | in preventing or seriously diminishing 
tion under the Vote for Scientific In-| the class of accidents in question, or 
vestigation, is intended to meet the/that there is sufficicnt justification for 
its introduction.—( Home Office.) 





required for the international scheme, | 
together with the cost of working the | as 
vessels and this country’s share of the | Deajeding Geve ow Office. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 


joint international expenditure so far| , : , 

us these charges will become payable | State for India whether he is aware that 
. ° 1 . 

before the 31st March, 1903.—(Scotch persons calling at the Government Office 

“iffice..) vat Darjeeling to pay income tax have 


_to wait two hours before they can obtain 


St. Luke's Fire—Sale Restrictions for |” receipt ; and will he havesome inquiry 
F American Oils. made on the subject with a view to this 
‘ 1 +: = | aV } ris 

Mr. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.): | 4@lay being obviated. 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his atten-| (Amswer.) Matters such as that to 
tion has been called to the verdict of | which the Question refers are dealt with 
the jury as to the cause of the recent | locally without being reported to the 
loss of life at the fire in Lever Street, | Secretary of State, and I have no doubt 
St. Luke’s; and whether the report of | any loval complaint would be promptly 
the London County Council on the | attended to.—(India Office.) 
occurrence has been brought before 
him ; _— stag that ai yprteet go Calcutta Currency Office. 
giant ki ad ra ri hoe . _ Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
ne “estric se , ri eal — Pg : 
Rose Oil in this district; and, if the | Sate - re . a will ascertain 
Home Office are not prepared to take | — rad — = ers ue been 
oe a8 thar he would cascider th,,| Provided for the conduct of business at 
sven agg pots — a i ‘the Currency Office, Calcutta, since the 
vavisa OUIEY OF adertione’ powers S108 | representations made to the Controller 


given to the London County Council to | and his assistant on the subject early in 
inspect and to regulate the sale of all January last : 


dangerous American oils in the county 
of London. 


(Answer.) Matters such as that to 
which the Question refers are dealt with 
locally without being reported to the 
Secretary of State, who does not interfere 
with the authorities on the spot.—-(Jndia 
Office.) 


(Answer.) I have had before me the 
verdict of the jury and the report of the 
Public Control Committee of the London 
County Council to which the Question | 
refers. In cases of accidents from defects 
in lamps or from the breaking of lamps|_ | , 
it is a matter of great difficulty to decide Indian State Railway—Locked Carriage 
in what way or to what extent the | me os ours. 
nature of the oil in use has occasioned | ., Mr. W EIR: lo ask the Secretary of 
or aifected the accident; and I do not State for India. in view of the fact that 
think that the suggestion at the | Passengers for Caleutta by the State 
beginning of the second paragraph of Railway are locked in the carriages at 
the Question can be taken as a correct | the preceding _Tailway station, viz., 
and sufficient statement of the causes of | Barrack pore, will he cause inquiry to 
five, or indeed any, deaths in St. Luke’s. be made into the matter with a view to 
Legislation would be necessary in order this practice being discontinued. 
to bring under the control of a local 
authority petroleum not already so placed (Answer.) The matter is one as to 
by the Acts of 1871 to 1881; and it is which any complaints should — be 
clear that such legislation would have to | addressed to the local authorities. I do 
be of a general character, not confined | not propose to make any inquiry in the 
to a particular locality. Moreover, | am | subject.—(Jndia Office.) 

' | 8 
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Nagda-Bara-Muttra Railway. Irish Congested Districts Board—Price of 
Sim MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG-. Barrels. 


GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for India if he, or 
the Government of India, had received 
representations regarding the necessity 
of inaugurating as soon as possible the 
Nagda-Bara-Muttra and certain other 
railway schemes for removing 
disadvantages under which the port of 
Bombay has been placed for want of 
such lines ; and, seeing that a promise 
was given by the Government of 
India in January, 1901, that the 


construction of the Nagda-Bara-Muttra | 


line would be undertaken, subject to the 
consent of the Secretary of State, as soon 
as funds wereavailable ; and considering 
that the Indian revenue for the past 
year has shown a marked increase, 
whether he is now prepared to give his 
consent to the construction of that line. 


(Answer.) Representations have been 
made to the Government of India 
regarding the Nagda-Bara- Muttra 
Railway, but in view of the many claims 
on the resources of the Government of 


India available for railway construction | 


I cannot give any promise as to the 
dateon which the line will be commenced. 
—(India Office.) 


; Surveyors of Taxes—Status of Clerks. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, §&.): To 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 


whether he is aware that clerks to 
surveyors of taxes, although discharging 


confidential duties with regard to the | 


assessing and collection of income tax, 
are unestablished ; and whether he 
proposes to put into force the scheme 


the | 


Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he js 
/aware that at the cooperage of the Con- 
gested Districts Board, situate at Burton- 
port, County Donegal, the charge for 
barrels to fish curers is 4s. 3d. each, 
whilst similar barrels are sold by private 
firms in Scotland at from 3s. 3d. to 
33. 6d.; and whether he can state the 
cause of this difference in price. 


(Answer.) The selling price for barrels 
at Burtonport is correctly stated. They 
can probably be purchased at a lower 
rate in Scotland, where they are gener- 
ally made by machinery. But at 
Burtonport they are hand-made, the 
object of the Board in establishing the 
industry there being to impart in- 
| struction in barrel making to persons in 
the locality. Moreover, the treight of 
/materials to Donegal would be higher 
than to Scotland.—(Jrish Office.) 


Imperial Yeomanry—New Scotch Corps. 

Mr. MAXWELL (Dumifries-shire) : 
|To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether any decision has been come to 
regarding the application to raise a 
| Yeomanry corps in the border counties of 
Scotland ; and, if so, when the decision 
will be intimated. 

(Answer.) The question of the for- 
mation of Yeomanry corps in Scotland 
is under consideration, but no official 
| application has reached the War Office 
‘for the formation of this particular 


| regiment.—(War Office.) 


of the Chairman of the Board of Inland | 


Revenue, or to institute an inquiry into | 
the status and treatment of these clerks. | 


(Answer.) The status and remunera 
tion of clerks to surveyors of taxes 
were fully considered by the Treasury 
and the Board of Inland Revenue in 
1899; and the rates of remuneration 
were substantially improved in the 
following year. There is no intention 
of placing these clerks on the permanent 
establishment of the Inland Revenue 
Department; and no useful 
would be served by such an inquiry as 
the hon. Member suggests.—(7'reusurv. ) 


purpose | 


Retired Officers on Active Service— 
Promotion. 
| CoLoneL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- 
\over Square): Tc ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether any re-employed 
‘retired officers have received substantive 
promotion either during their employ- 
'ment on Army service or on subsequent 
‘retirement; and, if so, whether any 
increase of retired pay has been granted 
'to such officers. 


( Answer.) The answer to loth 
'Questions is in the affirmative.—(//ur 
Office.) 
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Local Government—Abolition of Offices— 
Compensation. 

Mr. HARRY SAMUEL (Tower Ham- 
lets, Limehouse): To ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether his attention 
has been called to the decision of the 
King’s Bench Division on 22nd Novem- 


ber last in the case of Rex v. Major, | 
which stated that the Treasury practice | 


of making a deduction of 25 per cent. in 


the case of officers whose whole time is | 
not engaged by their official work from | 
would have) 
been given them if their whole time had | 


the compensation which 


been So engaged, did not have sufficient 


regard to all the circumstances of the | 
case or the conditions required by Section | 


120 of the Local Government Act, 1888 ; 
and whether, in considering appeals 
under the Local Government Act, 1888, 
and statutes incorporating the compen- 
sition provisions thereof, the Treasury 
will treat this practice referred to in the 
Stepney case as abrogated. 


(Answer.) Under the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1888, local authorities abolish | 
offices which have become useless owing | 
to the amalgamation of Boards and | 
jurisdictions. But if they do this, Section | 
120 requires them to award compensa- | 
tion, after considering all the circum- | 
stances of the case. In the case referred | 
toin the Question the authority asked | 
the Treasury what deduction from the 
full amount of compensation the 
Treasury were in the habit of making 
in the case of a person whose duties 
did not require his full time ; and, being 
informed 25 per cent., they fixed their 
award avowedly on the ground of 
Treasury practice. The Court decided 
that technically such a decision considered 
only one consideration, and not all the 
considerations, of the case. If the 
authority had made the same award in | 
the words “after considering all the | 
circumstances of your case, we award | 
you” so much, their position would | 
have been unassailable. The decision | 
of the Treasury can only (Sub-section | 
4) be given on an appeal from a 
decision of the local authority and 
no such appeal 
case now in question. The sub-section 
does not require the Treasury to consider 
all the circumstances of the case. The 
words are “the Treasury on appeal shall 
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| coal 





was made in the| hon. 

} ; Mig” ssn 
|information. Mr. Martin in the exercise 
be his discretion appears to have come 
| to the conclusion that there was such 


| conflict of 
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| consider the case and determine whether 
‘any, and, if so, what amount ought to 
/be granted, and such determination 
| shall be final.” As regards the Treasury 
| therefore, the technical point founded on 
‘the words “after considering all the 
circumstances of the case”’ disappears. 

But, as a matter of fact, the Treasury 
does consider all circumstances of each 
' case before “ determining,” ¢.., 

1. Tenure of office. 

2. Length of service. 

3. Character and conduct. 

4. Amount of time required for the 
discharge of the duty—or, in other 
words, whether it was an office requiring 
the officer’s whole time or whether it 
could be held by a person in the active 
practice of his profession. All this was 
not explained to the Court because the 
Treasury was not a party and did not 
appear.—(T'reasury.) 


| Theft of Coal Sacks—Case of Robert Barr. 


Sr JOHN STIRLING-MAXWELL 
(Glasgow College): To ask the Lord 
Advocate whether his attention has 
been called to the case of Robert Barr, 
dealer, who was tried at the 
Western Police Court, Glasgow, before 
Judge Martin, on 17th December last, 
charged with the receipt of five new 
coal bags stolen from the St. George 
Co-operative Society, Limited, Glasgow, 
which case was dismissed, although 
it was proved by the police and by the 
society’s officials that Barr was in 
possession of the bags, each of which 
plainly bore the name of the said 
society, and although Barr could not 
satisfactorily account for the presence of 
the bags in his depot; and whether he 
will institute an inquiry into the 
subject, having regard to the fact that 
the society are not entitled to appeal 
against the said decision, although they 
are anxious to do so, because they 
have been subject to frequent thefts of 
their bags. 


(Answer.) My attention has been 
called to the case mentioned by my 
friend, and’ I have obtained 


evidence as to make it 
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necessary for him to act as%he did. In 

these circumstances there is no rocm for 

any inquiry by me.—(\Scoftish Office.) 

Scotch Congested Districts Board—Visit 
of Engineer. 


Mr. WEIR: Toask the Lord Advocate 
if he will state what places on the 
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west coast were recently visited by the 
Congested District Board’s engineer 


(Answer.) The Government engineer | 
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(Answer.) The number of uncertified 
deaths in each of the crofting counties. 
in 1900 was as follows :—Shetland, 224 - 
Orkney, 80; Caithness, 51; Sutherland, 
104; Ross and Cromarty, 420 ; Inver- 
ness, 425; and Argyll, 175. The 
further information desired by the hon. 
Member cannot be obtained without 
legislation, which at present I cannot 


| promise. —(Scottish Office.) 
while a passenger on board the fishery | 
cruiser ‘‘ Vigilant.“ | 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


was simply travelling on his official) goyth African War—-Peace Negotiations, 


duties, and the Secretary for Scotland | Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
cannot undertake to give the detailed | | (Stirling Burghs): I will ask a Question. 


gy of that oficer oe o0 = |as to the business of the week. With 
or by the hon. Member.—(Scottish Office.) | reference to the position of affairs in 
South Africa, I do not ask any Question 





Copenhagen International Fishery Confer- | 
ence—Scottish Office Representative— | 
Three-mile limit. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord Advo- | 
cate whether a date has yet been fixed | 
for the meeting of the International 
Council at Copenhagen ; is he now able | 
to say by whom the Scottish Office will | 
be represented ; and whether the ques- | 
tion of the extension of the three-mile 
limit will be brought under the notice of | 
the Council. | 

(.dusewer.) No date has yet been fixed | 
for the Copenhagen Fishery Conference. 
There will be no special representative | 
of the Scottish Office. The hon. Mem- | 
ber was informed on the 22nd ult., by | 
the President of the Board of Trade, of 
the names of the delegates who would | 
represent Great Britain + It is not pro- | 
posed to instruct the British delegates | 
to raise the question of the three-mile | 
limit.—(Scottish Office.) 


Uncertified Deaths in Highland Crofting | 
ounties. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord Advo- | 
cate if he will state the number of | 
uncertified deaths in each of the six | 
Highland crofting counties; and, in 
view of the fact that there is no infor- | 
mation in the registrar's office as to the | 
number of interments without the pro- 
duction of a medical certificate, will such | 
steps be taken as will admit of this infor- | 
mation being available. 


| 


tSee (4) Debates, evi., 937. 


i(Mr. A. J. 
| Hear, 


lof their 


of the First Lord of the Treasury, because 
| I know that if he had anything to com- 
/municate he would spontaneously injorm 
the House. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREASURY 
BALrour, Manchester, E.): 
hear ! 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs): 


Can the right hon. Gentleman give any 
indication as to when he hopes to be 
‘able to make a statement in regard to 
| South Africa ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, I cannot 
make a forecast on that subject. 


Sales of Boer Farins. 
Mr, CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
| E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 


| for the Colonies whether he wil! state 


| the precetione adopted in selecting farms, 
under Proclamation 18 of Lord Milner, 
| to be sold to make good charges against 
individual burghers ‘tor the maintenance 
families in the concentration 
/camps; what evidence was obtained that 
the farms in question belonged to those 
burghers, and that the hurghers whose 


‘title was established to the farms were, 


as a matter of fact, serving on com- 
mando; whether any official statement 


‘of the charges made against their estates, 
in respect 
families in the camps, have been drawn 

/up and 
burghers; or 


of maintenance of their 


sent in any way to those 
whether these accounts 
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have been dealt with by the Civil Com- 
missioner Of the Orange River Colony 
or by any tribunal, and orders made for 
the sale of the farms after proof of de- 
fault to pay the particular account. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
mingham, W.): I have no information 
on this subject beyond what I have 
already stated in reply to previous Ques- 
tions. 


Mr. CHANNING: In consequence of 
repeated replies of this nature, I will call 
attention to the whole question on the | 
Colonial Office Vote. 


Volunteer Drill in Richmond Park. 

Mr. PARKER (Gravesend): I beg to | 
ask the Secretary of State for War, in| 
view of the fact that Volunteer drill is 
now permitted over only 640 acres out | 
of 2,300 acres of Richmoud Park, and 
that this is declared by the military 
authorities to be inadequate, whether he | 
will take steps for an addition to be | 
made for Volunteer manceuvres ; and, if | 
so, will he state whether, having regard 
to the largeroperations and the interests 
involved, colonels commanding V olunteer 
corps should secure permission from the | 
Ranger, or, if preferred, through the | 
General commanding the Home District. 





Tue SECRETARY or STATE For | 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild-| 
ford): This question was discussed in | 


the debate on Civil Service Estimates on 
the 15th instant.+ I fear I can add 
nothing to the full statement then made 
by my right hon. friend. 


British Mercantile Marine. 

Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): I beg to ask the President of the | 
Board of Trade if he can state the total | 
net registered tonnage of British steamers | | 
in 1891 and last year, giving the per- | 
centage of increase during the decade; 
whether he has any official information 
showing that the increase was materially 
affected by subsidies given by foreign | 
governments to foreign steamers, and 
if he can state the proportion which the | 
net registered tonnage owned by the 


+See pages 4f 8-4 26. 
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appointed shortly. 


since renewed, with 
| upon the expiration of the leases and at 
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White Star and Dominion Lines bears to 
the total British tonnage, omitting 
vessels of 100 tons. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF TRADE(Mr. GeraLp Barovr, Leeds, 
Central): The total net registered ton- 
nage of British steamers belonging to 
ports of the United Kingdom (including 
the Isle of Man and the Channel Islands) 
at the end of 1891 was 5,307,204 tons. 
The total at the end of 1901 was 
7,617,793 tons. ‘Lhe percentage increase 
in the interval of ten years was 43°5. 
The answer to the second paragraph of 
the Question is in the negative, but the 
question of the effect of foreign ‘subsidies 
to shipping on the growth of the British 
mercantile marine is within the refer- 
ence to the Select Committee on Ship- 
ping Subsidies, which | hope will be re- 
The proportion which 
the net registered tonnage owned by the 
White Star and Dominion Lines bears 
to the total net registered tonnage of 
the United Kingdom steamers, omitting 
vessels of under 100 tons, is somewhat 


less than 3 per cent. 


Widening of Piccadilly. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 


‘to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 


whether his attention has been called to 
proposals made to His Majesty’s Com- 
missioners of Woods and Forests by the 
London County Council in 1899, and 
a view to secure, 


a fair valuation, the strip of freehold 
land required for the setting back of the 
buildings on the northern side of Picca- 
dilly in order to widen to 80 feet the 


| narrow portion of the thoroughfare be- 


tween the Circus and Sackville Street ; 
whether, notwithstanding these negotia- 
tions, new leases have been recently 
| granted in respect of some of the pro- 
perty needed for the improvement, and if 
so, what are the dates when these leases 
were granted, and when will they 
expire; and, seeing that the granting of 
new leases would prevent the widening 
of that portion of Piccadilly for years, 
whether he can see his way to assist the 
object which the London County Council 


has in view. 
| 
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TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): Yes, Sir, my atten- 
tion has been called to this matter. The 


circumstances cannot be fully explained | 


within the limits of an answer to a 
Question, but they will be found fully set 
forth in the correspondence which has 
passed between the County Council and 
the Treasury, a portion of which has 
already appeared in the public press. If 
the hon. Member desires further infor- 


mation, I shall be happy to show him the | 


whole correspondence. 


Mr. LOUGH: Will the hon. Gentle- 


man undertake that no more leases are | 


the | 


granted without the consent of 
London County Council ? 


Mr. AUSTEN 
cannot say without the consent, but | 
will undertake that no leases shall be 
granted without prior communication 
with the County Council, with the 
desire to facilitate what we all recognise 


to bea much-needed public improvement. | 


Perhaps I ought to say that such leases 
as were granted were granted under a 
misapprehension, founded on a letter 


sent by the surveyor of the London | 


County Council in reply to one from the 


Surveyor tothe Commissioners of Woods | 


and Forests, which led the Commissioner 


to believe that the County Council had | 


abandoned all idea of widening one end 
of Piccadilly. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER 


length ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, | 
lease has still between | 


the shortest 
twenty and thirty years to run. It is 


{COMMONS} 
TagFINANCIALSECRETARY To THE | 


CHAMBERLAIN: I. 


(Kent, | 
Thanet): Are the leases granted of any | 
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the dining-room, which has been closed 
since the new Rules came into operation, 
for that purpose. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. AKERS Dovctas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s) : Should it be found that 
a third dining room is not required | 
think the general wish of the House 
would be that the room should be used 
as an additional writing room in which 
‘smoking would be allowed. I should 
not, however, advise that it should be 
appropriated as a billiard room. 





Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Was it 
not understood when the Estimates were 
under discussion that the room was to 
_ be so applied at once ! 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: Suggestions 
| were made to that effect, and the matter 
/is under consideration, but it is rather 
too early as yet tosay what the effect of 
| the new Rules will be. 


Dromore Disturbances. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S. : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the burning of a 
public house owned by a Roman Catholic 
in Dromore, County Down; whether he 
is aware that the premises were purchased 
on the 21st ultimo for £950 by Mr. 
Francis Jordan, that the protection 
|order was issued by the magistrates at 
'Dromore Petty Sessions on the 22nd 
ultimo, that the house was fired on the 
23rd ultimo, and that a mob demolished 
the remainder of the premises on the 
24th ultimo; whether any, and, if 80, 
what steps have been taken to bring the 
incendiaries and rioters to justice; 
whether he has received reports of any 


hoped that the arrangements which| other cases of burning and_ rioting 
have been made will facilitate the work.) having taken place in this neighbour- 
of widening Piccadilly at an earlier | hood within the past eighteen months; 
period. 'and whether it is intended to proclaim 
this district under the Criminal Law and 

House of Commons Accommodation— _ Procedure (Ireland) Act. 

Billiard Room. | 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : | Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror JRE- 
I beg to ask the First Commissioner of| LAND (Mr. WynpHAm, Dover): The 
Works whether he will consider the | facts are generally as stated in the first 
desirability of providing a billiard room | part of the Question. Every effort has 
in the House of Commons for the use of | been made to trace the person or persons 
Members and whether he will appropriate | who set fire to the house, but so far 
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without result. Proceedings have been| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It cannot be 
ordered against a number of persons for | taken before Friday. 

malicious damage to the premises on 
the 24th April, and the cases will be} Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
heard at Petty Sessions tomorrow. A| Hamlets, Poplar): The right hon. 
riot took place in the locality on the 6th | Gentleman only proposes to take a 
March last. The reply to the last | formal stage of the Loan Bill. It 1s 
inquiry is in the negative. | understood we shall have an opportunity 
| of discussing it on the Third Reading. 





Irish Land Commissioners. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose to 

Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | take the Committee stage, which I take 
of Ireland whether he can state how | it is purely formal. 


many of the Land Commissioners and slain — es 
Land Sub-Commissioners in Ireland are Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
Seats Cottalien Prbenians snd Will an opportunity be afforded on the 
Scene FP peice fe fas J S| Navy Vote for discussing the subsidy to 
een ee ‘the White Star Line ? 


sited ow ei ed 
Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir; their | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is a 


eligious denominations are not officiall . : 
=" Y | question of order; I should conceive 


ithat it would not be in order, and in 


Business of the House. /any case I am clearly of opinion that it 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN:| Would not be convenient. When the 
Will the Leader of the House give us| #me seems ripe I propose to put down 
an indication of the general nature of | the salary of the President of the Board 
the business to be taken this week ? |of Trade, and then, I believe, any action 


|of the Government in connection with 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have been | these events relating to the mercantile 
considering the position of Supply, and | marine can be legitimately discussed. 
Ithink it will be desirable to take another | 
Supply day tomorrow. The Supply in | Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will some 
the afternoon will be, first, the Board of | opportunity be given for the entirely 
Agriculture, then the Charity Commis- | different question of the Admiralty 
sion, the Civil Service Commission, the | subsidies, which, I believe, cannot be 
Exchequer and Audit Department, and | discussed on the salary of the President 
Friendly Societies. At the evening! of the Board of Trade ? 
sitting we shall begin with the Local | ale 
Government Board Vote and goon with; Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I imagine it 
the Lunacy Commission. On Wednesday | could not be formally discussed on that 
| propose to take some of the smaller | Vote; but I am not at all prepared to 
Departinental Bills that ought to pass. | say that, if the general policy comes in, 
The Bills will be, the Royal Naval Reserve | adequate allusions might not be made 
Volunteers Bill, the Freshwater Fish | to that point. 
(Scotland) Bill, the Money Resolution : 
relating to public offices (Dublin) (ad- Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: I under- 
vances), the Post Oftice Sites Bill, the | standthat according tothe arrangements 
Electric Lighting (London) Bill, and a | of business the Finance Bill cannot come 
formal stage of the Loan Bill. The | on before Friday at the earliest. 


evening sitting on Wednesday has already ‘OUR - 
been allocated to the appointment of Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


Committees, beginning with the Com-| Mp JAMES LOWTHER: Will it be 
mittee on Steamship Subsidies. On| cccded ith, coutiauausie t 
Thursday we shall take the Naval | PPOCee’c® Wilh continucus's 
Estimates, Vote 8 in the morning, and| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should be 
Vote 12 in the evening. sorry to give a pledge on the subject, 
but speaking broadly it is not convenient 
Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Has the/to have too much in-and-out work in 
Budget been postponed till next week ? | connection with the Finance Bill. 
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Supply—Civil 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomery): When will the Education Bill 
be taken ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot fore- 
cast the time, but it cannot be long 
deferred. 

SUPPLY. 
‘,gConsidered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 


{Mr. James Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair]. 


CIVIL SERVICE ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
Cuass IV. 

Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £5,421,862, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1903, for the salaries and 
expenses of the Board of Education, and 
of the various establishments connected 
therewith, including sundry grants in 


aid.” 


(2.30.) THe VICE-PRESIDENT or 
THE COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on 
EDUCATION (Sir Joun Gorst, Cam- 


bridge University): In view of the 
debate we are about to have on the 


question of education I think all I need 
now do is to explain to the Committee 
the general purposes to which this Vote 
is applied by the Board of Education, 
and the influence which that gives to 
the Department over the schools of the 
country. This will also enable me to 
draw attention to the changes and 
developments which have taken place in 
he administration of the Board of 
Education since my noble friend the 
Duke of Devonshire became the head of 
it. Ido not think the Committee would 
wish me to claim any special merit for 
the Parliamentary officials in these 
matters, because the administration of 
the Board of Education is not conducted 
on Party lines, although many people 
try to make out that it is. All the 
reforms that are made are for the most 
part made silently, and without sound 
of trumpet, and it is generally only when 
some vested interests are touched that 
clamorous complaints are made to this 


{COMMONS} 








Service Estimates. 552 
House, and discussions take place, and 
quite undue prominence is often given to 
matters which are really matters of un- 
important detail. The direct influence 
of the Department over secondary 
education, and over the secondary 
schools of the country, depends on the 
science and art grants which have fora 
long time been voted by Parliament for 
the promotion of science and art instrue- 
tion in the secondary schools. When my 
noble friend came into office these grants 
were administered strictly on the pay- 
ment by results principle. Students 
were examined in the various subjects, 
and grants made according to the 
number of passes. This was altered, in 
the very first year of the present 
administration, by substituting for it 
payment by attendance. The former 
system had been a very vexatious one. 
An enormous number of minute Rules 
had to be made for the purposes of pro- 
tecting the Treasury against exactions, 
and, agreat many of these Rules proving 
unvailing, a number of fresh Rules had 
to be made. I do not think I need 
waste the time of the Committee by 
describing them, as the whole of the 
system is now being very rapidly swept 
away. ‘The present method is to give 
Government grants to day schools and 
evening schools which have satisfied 
certain broad, liberal conditions. 

The day schools to which grants are 
made are of two distinct classes. First 
of all, there are schools which have 
developed from the old organised science 
schools established seven or eight years 
ago. These schools absorb grants to the 
amount of £120,000. They are 217 in 
number, and there are 26.583 scholars 
in them. The grants are paid on inspec- 
tion and examination of the school as a 
whole, although there are some few sup- 
plementary and extra grants paid in the 
very high subjects of science as the re- 
sult of the examination. A system is 
now proposed by which any one of these 
schools which has been established for 
five years may have a block grant given 
to it for the next three years to 
gether, quite irrespective of the annual 
number of students, and after three 
years there will be a fresh assessment 
and a three years block system will be 
established. In the new schools of this 
kind which are established, all the grants 
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will be consolidated into one, and a very 
simple system will be established, by 
shich it is hoped that all the schools 
which receive grants as schools of science 
will be relieved of all vexatious restric- 
tins and left to carry on instruction 
very much in their own way, all in- 
entive to cram for the purpose of earn- 
ing the grant by passing an examination 
being removed. These schools are, of 
course, to some extent special schools, 
in which the study of science is carried 
o far as to fit young men to enter the 
ngineering or other scientific profes- 
sons. A new class of school has now 
ben formed, in which there is no more 
gience instruction given than is con- 
‘dered to be part of a general liberal 
education. They are not science schools 
in any specialised sense, but schools in 
which proper encouragement is given to 
the study of science. 
came into force in August of last year, 
jut there are in existence altogether 105 
—§2 in England and 43 in Wales—with 
12,072 scholars. 
these schools has to be approved by the 
Board of Education, but the conditions 
we very much easier than those of the 
schools of science. 
al drawing, is compulsory, and the 
shools are left to the ordinary liberal 
wrriculum of a secondary school. All 
these schools are liable to inspection, 
ind will be inspected practically every 
year. It is a very interesting experi- 
nent, which I hope may be productive 
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ita very great improvement in secondary | 


chools. ‘Then there are schools of art, 


m which £50,000 a year is expended. | 


Those schools of art which are five years 
Id are also to have an annual block 


grant upon the average of the preceding | 


three years, and after three years the 
grants will be re-assessed. It is the con- 
ident expectation of the Board of Edu- 
vition that the new system thus com- 
nenced will absolutely ‘do aw ay with the 
ld plan of giving grants for science and 
art classes, and it is believed that within 
‘wo or three years all these classes will | 
have disappeared and the scholars ab- | 
“wrbed in the schvols. The Com mittee will 
see that in the present year only £80,000 | 
— for the remaining science classes, 
ind £20 000 for the remaining art | 
lig and I have no doubt in the next | 
woor three years the sums asked for for 
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These schools only | 


The curriculum of | 


No art, or geometri- | 
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these classes will be a diminishing amount, 
until the classes have disappeared alto- 
gether. 


I come now to evening schools. These 
schools are an extremely important 
part of the secondary education of the 
country, because it is on them that 
young men and women who are begin- 
ning to earn their living in trades and 
manufactures have principally to rely 
for carrying on their education. When. 
the present Administration came into. 
office, there were two classes of these’ 
evening schools. First of all, there were 
schools under the Science and Art De- 
partment working according to the 
Directory ; and, secondly, there were 
evening continuation schools working 
on the Continuation School Code under 
the administration of the Education 
Department at Whitehall. In fact, the 
| Department was a house divided against 
itself, with two different sets of schools 
and two different sets of regulations, 
frequently in competition. In many 
cases a clever and astute manager of a 
school could contrive to be under both 
| systems at once and draw simultaneous 
grants from the Science and Art De- 
partment and from the Education 
Department for really the same work. 
I have often described this to the 
Committee before, and I have always 
said that it was one of the very worst 
examples of overlapping and educational 
‘confusion in our system. The matter 
really requires very urgent and im- 
mediate reform, and it is a great mis- 
take to suppose that it was the 
Cockerton judgment which made this 
reform necessary. Reform had _ been. 
necessary for years, but it was the 
Cockerton judgment which first brought 
it before the notice of the country and 
of Parliament, and really made reform 
absolutely essential. These schools, even 
under the old system, were very rapidly 
increasing. In the towns they were for 
the most part run by the School Boards, 
i though not exclusively, f for some were 
/run by private enterprise and some by 
‘the municipalities. In the counties they 
eum generally run by the County 
Councils. The County Council schools 
during the last five or six years have 
| increased very much more rapidly than 
| the School Board schools, though it is 
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perhaps only fair to say that one reason 


{COMMONS} 


of their more rapid increase is that they | 


had more leeway to make up. 


An Hon. Memrer: And more money 
to spend. 


Sirk JOHN GORST: No. They had 
not more money to spend. They were 
limited to the local taxation money and 
to a penny rate, whereas the School 
Boards had, or thought they had, un- 
limited rates to draw upon, and did draw 
upon them without stint. I havea few 
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there is a smaller number of pupils on the 
rolls in London and some of the large 
towns than there was a year ago. J do 
not know why the Board of Education 
should be held responsible for that, even 
if it were true. If the Minute had caused 
a smaller number of schools to be open, 


there might have been something to be 


figureshere. The schools under theSchool | 


Boards, excluding London and the county 


boroughs, have increased since 1896 by | 
50 per cent., but the County Council | 


schools have increased by 94 per cent. 
In the last year for which I have 
the figures the School Boards spent on 
these schools out of the rates £18,059, 
whereas the County Councils have spent 
£27,326. 
for the Minute of the Board of Education 
of July 3rd, 1901, which simplified the 


That was the urgent necessity | 


whole business by placing all the schools | 


under the Board of Education, and giv- 
ing them all grants on one system of 
regulations, which have been reduced to 
a comparatively small number. 
are treated now as secondary and 


They | 


technical schools, which they really are, | 


and they are not treated as elementary 
schools, which they really arenot. They 
are not elementary for two reasons. In 
the first place, the bulk of the scholars 
who attend them are far past the age of 


childhood, and secondly, they do not | 


teach elementary subjects at all for the 
most 


said ; but as long as the schools are open, 
what has the Board or the Minute to do 
with the number of pupils on the rolls ? 
Last September and October, when | wags 
in London, I received the notices of the 
London School Board exactly as before. 
Had I not had the misfortune to be the 
Vice President of the Committee of 
Council of Education, I should not 
have known that there had been any 
change. If it is true that there have been 
fewer pupils on the rolls, I should say 
that the cause probably is that those who 
attend evening schools for the purpose of 
amusement have become tired of doing 
so and want something fresh. That 
probably would account for the smaller 
number of enrolments. But as far as | 
can tell, after making very dilgent inquiry 
from the inspectors, the amount of at- 
tendance this year has very much in- 
creased, and there has been very much 
more actual solid work done in the 
schools. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
Where ? 


Str JOHN GORST: All over the 
| country. 
Dr. MACNAMARA: Including 


part, but advanced, and rather | 


highly advanced, technical and techno- | 


logical instruction. Some members of 


the Committee are impatient to ascertain | 


the results of this change of system. 


until the year is over, and we can take 
account of the work which has been done, 
but | will give the results so far in one 
or two counties. In Bucks there were 


the change, and there are now eighty. 
In Warwickshire there were fifty-eight 


before the change, and now there are | 
in other parts of | 


109. ‘The results 
England are equally satisfactory. The 
hon. Member for North Camberwell some 


It | 
is quite impossible to arrive at the results | 


| years. 


London ? 


Sir JOHN GORST: Yes, everywhere, 
including London. I should be very much 
surprised if the first year of this new 
system does not show that a very great 
deal more good, honest, solid educational 
work has been done than in previous 
The number of schools this year 


‘all over England and Wales has been 
twenty-four schools in the year before | 


greater than it was last year, when there 


| was a diminution, and the year before, 


| 


| 


which upto that time was the largest 
year. It will be necessary, however, t 
wait till the year is over before the effect 
of the Minute of July 3rd. 1901, with re- 


gard to the number of schools and 


time ago issued a Return to show that | scholars, can be properly judged. 


Sir John Gorst. 


t 


do4 


TI 
Edu 
ary | 
was 
189! 
wor] 
Jun 
aqu 
seve 
but 
four 
and 
thirt 
and 
have 
befo 
are é 
with 
volu 
bodi 
of tl 
Inst 
Cou! 
cond 
som 
disti 
stan 
part 
Boat 
say 
mise 
able 
from 
scho 
tern 
hind 
met 
excu 
and 
then 
Edu 
have 
brid 
Uni 
the 
man 
alre: 
as t 
duet 
the 
scho 
eltne 
hine 
priv 
cour 

| 
trati 
in t 




































556 


n the 
large 
T do 

ation 
even 

Lused 
open, 
to be 
open, 
to do 
‘olls 2 
| was 
t the 
fore. 
e the 
¢ of 
not 

| any 
been 
1 say 
> who 
ose of 
doing 
That 
naller 
‘as | 
quiry 
of at- 
h in- 
much 
1 the 


_ N.): 


the 


uding 


-here, 
much 
; new 
great 
tional 
> vious 
; year 
been 
there 
nefore, 
argest 
er, to 
» effect 
ith re- 
ls and 








{26 


Supply—Civil 


551 


The next matter in which the Board of | 
Education exercises influence on second- | 
ary schools is inspection. This inspection | 
was authorised by the Education Act of | 
1899, but it was only brought into actual | 
yorking in the autumn of 1900. By | 
June 30th, last, when I was asked 
aquestion on the subject, only twenty- | 
even schools had actually been inspected, 
but in the following half-year twenty- 
jour more schools were inspected, | 
and in the broken half of the present year 
thirty-four schools have been inspected, 
and thirty-five further inspections 
have been fixed, which will take place 
pefore the end of July. These inspections 
arealways accompanied by a conference 
vith the managers, whether they are 
voluntary managers or governing 
bodies of endowed schools, under schemes 
of the Charity Commission or Technical | 


Instruction Committees of County | 
(Councils. The inspections have been 
conducted very often by specialists—- 


sometimes by specialists of very great 
distinction in such 





mInatters, for in- 
stance, aS modern languages and 
partly by the inspectors ot the 


Board of Education. It is too early to. 


ay more than that the scheme pro 
mises exceedingly well. One remark- 
able testimony, however, has resulted 
from the examination of almost all these 
vhools, and that is to the fact that ex- 
ternal examinations have been found to 
hinder the introduction of improved | 
methods of teaching. They are the) 
excuse for inferior methods of teaching 
and for making little attempt to improve 
them. I may mention that the Board of | 
Education, under the powers of the Act, 
have authorised Oxford University, Cam- | 
bridge University, and the Victoria 
University to act as their agents for 
the purpose of examination, and 
many of the examinations have been 
already, and will be in the future, so far 
a3 the literary part is concerned, con- 
ducted through them. It may interest 
the Committee to learn that out of 148 
shools, of which the inspection has 


titner taken place or been fixed, twenty- | 


nine are endowed schools, twenty-four 
private schools, and __ seventy - five 
county or municipal schools. 

I wish to say that both in the adminis- 
tration of the Parliamentary grant and 
in the inspection of schools, the Board 
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schools in the country. 
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of Education carefully bears in mind the 
danger of suppressing originality and 
variety. Nojfattempt, at any rate at 
present, is made to reduce these schools 
to uniformity. I hope the time will be 
very far distant when those who have 
to administer the public funds of this 
country, and to carry out the provisions 
of the Act with regard to secondary 
schools, forget the enormous danger of 
interfering to produce uniformity of 
system, and | trust that they will give 
every encouragement to variety and 
independence. The Committee will 
recollect that these secondary schools 
consist of three classes. First, there 
are private schools, which it must be 
remembered include some of the best 
Of these I 
cannot give the number—but it must 
not be supposed that when I refer 
to them as private schools I mean simply 


schools conducted for private profit. 


They include Mariborough and other 
endowed schools, and the girls’ public 


day schools, notably one at Cheltenham, 


founded entirely by private enterprise, 
which is a school of which the nation 
has a right to be proud. Then there 
are endowed schools to the number of 
391, instructing 45,926 scholars. These 
schools are managed by quasi-public 
authorities, and it would be most dis- 
astrous if we were compelled to substitute 


for the existing administration the red- 


tape administration of any public Depart- 
ment. Lastly, there are county and 
municipal schools, 239 in number, and 
these are managed by persons responsible 
to the ratepayers in the district. This 
is popular and democratic management, 
and it would be a most fatal mistake to 
interfere with it. I come now to the 
schools which the Government itself has 
established. There are two colleges in 
London which are entirely under the 
| management of the Board of Education 
‘itself. The first is the Royal College 
‘of Science. It is an excellent institution, 
| with 306 students, 164 of whom are 
Government students. Among the 
Government students are fifty science 
| teachers and forty-five national school 
| teachers, and there are thirty-five teachers 
‘from other schools. There are fourteen 
students who have been sent up from 
the provinces in consequence of their 
meritorious performances in higher 


+ 
Py 
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schools and local colleges. These students 
are taught very advanced chemistry, 
mechanics, metallurgy, physics, geology, 
mining, and biology. The Vote for this 


school, which is a very advanced science | 


school, has been increased in the present 
year by £1,000 for the purpose of en- 
abling work to be continued—begun by 
Sir Norman Lockyer-—respecting the 
relation of certain precedent phenomena 
in the sun observed through the spectro- 
scope to the subsequent rainfall in India 
and Australia. No certain law has yet 
been established, but if the research is 
successful it will have enormous beneficial 
economic effects, both for India and 
Australia. Then there is the Royal 


College of Art which has been entirely | 


It is now divided into four | tifty-.wo provincial museums receiving 
. ; , anne and | 19,929 objects, and in 1901 there were 
design, decorative painting, andsculpture. | eighty-eight provincial museums receiving 
There are lower divisions in each of these | 26,149 objects. 


|in provincial centres in 1895 there were 


re-organised. 
branches— architecture, 


four branches, and there is a principal to 
whose extremely able administration the 
present position of the school is due. 
The principal art masters of the country 


who are sent there to be trained go} 


through all the four branches, and other 


persons who are not going to be art | 


masters 
amateurs 


specialise. This is 
institution; a 


not an 
very high 


qualification is required for entrance. | 


There are only 350 students who occupy 
places at all, and the claims of national 
scholars receive the first consideration. 


There have been established craft schools | 


for the more advanced students, and 
they are now taught etching and en- 


graving, pottery, writing and illumina- | 


tion, embroidery, tapestry, weaving, | 
carving in wood and_ stone and 
marble, and furniture decoration. 


They are assisted by technical masters 
who act as a council of advice on technieal 


matters with the President of the Board | 


of Education, and each of them acts as 
visitor to the particular branch of schools 
to which each belongs. All that has been 
going on now for two or three vears. 
The schools of art are improving every 
year, and I have no doubt they will be a 
very great credit to the community and 
to the administration of the Board of 
Education by the Government. 


Now I want to say a word about the 
Victoria and Albert Museum. The 
Victoria and Albert Museum is very much 
more appreciated on the Continent than in 
Sir John Corst. 


‘COMMONS: 
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England. They have given us that 
greatest form of flattery, imitation, 


There has been established in Berlin an 
institution on the model of the Victoria 
and Albert Museum. In France, Switzer. 
land and other countries there are also 
museums of the same kind, and jp 
1889, M. Machon, Minister of Public 
Instruction, reported that the South 
Kensington Museum was the most power. 
ful agent for the propagation of art and 
industrial instruction in England. The 
principal development of the Victoria and 
Albert Museum during recent years is in 
the circulation department, by which 
copies of all the most beautiful scientific 
works and historical collections have been 
made accessible to the people of the 
provinces. I find in 1895 there were 


But in the schools of art 


241 schools of art receiving 6,057 objects 
and in 1901 289 provincial schools of art 
receiving 14,880 objects ; and the directors 
of provincial museums and the masters 
of provincial schools of art are constantly 
visiting the Victoria and Albert Museum, 


| where they are in the habit of conferring 


with the circulation department, where 
they are treated with every courtesy, 
Great activity is now displayed in making 
copies of all the great works of art for 
educational purposes, which are collected 
from the Continent of Europe. Copies 
are made in electrotype, plaster, photo- 
graphy, coloured drawings, lantern slides, 
and books ; and any suggestions made by 
local museums and local schools of art 
receive the most careful attention. 
We lave also had during the present 
administration the museum open on 
Sundays and about 100,000 people a year 
come into the museum on that day, show- 
ing, [am happy to say, that the people are 
spending their leisure in this most laud- 
able way every Sunday afternoon. 


Now I must say a word about. the 
geological survey. The geological survey 
has been very vigorously carried on. 
In Ireland the survey has been finished, 
and in England and Wales the solid has 
been finished and the superficial is being 
carried on. ‘the southern half of 
Scotland has been surveyed, and great 
progress is being made in the highlands. 


In 1900 a Committee was appointed, 
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over which my hon. friend the 
Member for the Richmond Division of 
Yorkshire presided, to consider the 
whole conditions of the geological 
survey and the recommendations of that 
Committee have been carried out in 
every respect. 

As to elementary schools.—{Ironical 
lughter]—I do not know why the hon. 
Member should laugh. It is a matter 
on which nearly £8,000,000 has been 
gent, and it is a question of great 
importance. When the present adminis- 
tration Came into office there were grants 
jor drawing and manual instruction 
tested by efficient examiners from 
South Kensington. Besides that there 
was an enormous number of grants 
made for other matters. There were 
wants for average attendance, discipline, 
aud organisation, needle-work, singing, 





ointed, 


ar and note, class subjects by examina- 
tion and specific subjects by examination. 
Besides that there were grants for 
wokery, laundry, and dairy - work 
by inspection instead of examination. 
But the greatest reform that has been 


mde in. my time by the Board | 
of Education is the establishment of | 
the block grants. I should be very sorry 


to claim, either for the Lord President 
or myself any particular credit for that. 
The matter has been discussed for 
vars, and it was adopted in Scotland 
i year before it was adopted here, but 
we certainly deserve the credit as being 
the first administrators who ventured to 
Qary that system into execution, and 
ven it is it has done good. The 
great task of the reformer is to pull 





as 


lown the obstacles to progress that 
lave been set up. 

The evils that were removed by the 
lock grant system were these. First 


i all, the old system encouraged the 
ueglect of the lower elementary educa- 


{26 May 1902} 





| 





tion; the higher work was badly done 
weause it rested not on a sound but on | 
irotten foundation. The benefits which 
ve expect ultimately from this system— 
ecause it will be years before all the 
pssibilities will be taken advantage of 

nil! be that there will be a much greater 
variety in the scheme of teaching in 
vhools, and that the system of instruc- | 
ton will be suited to the surroundings | 
t the children ; there will be one 
ind of instruction for country schools 
















| they will surely be bad. 
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and another for town schools. 
there is the benefit to be derived 
from the removal of the pressure 
of examinations, and the adaptation 
of the education to the surroundings 
of the children. The teachers of the 
schools will be at leisure to teach the 
children instead of preparing them for 
examinations. The system throws the 
responsibility upon the people on whom 
it ought to be thrown—on the teachers, 
the managers, and the inspectors of each 
particular place. How could the 
central office at Whitehall prescribe 
what forms of local histury should be 
taught in a school? Think of the 
schools which have a historical place 
near them—and there are many of 
them. Then, again, look at Nature 
study, where some of the subjects do not 
exist in a neighbourhood. How much 
the study of Nature can be adapted to 
the particular flowers, and insects, and 
animals met with in a child’s daily life. 
The teachers can also take care that the 
classes are inter-related ; that the work 
done in the one class shall be a prepara- 
tion for the work to be done in the 
next: and that the elementary 
school shall be a real preparation for the 
higher education to which the children 
will pass, Naturally, it alters the duty of 
the inspectors. Instead of an inspector 
walking into a school and examining the 
children as he now does, he has to inquire 
first what is the course of study, how the 
statf is distributed, the tests adopted by 
the head teacher of the work of sub- 
ordinates, and the system of internal 
examinations. Because, mischievous as 
external examinations are, there no 
better aid to education than examinations 
by the teachers themselves. The inspector 
must determine whether the children dis- 
cover things for themselves and show any 
power of applyi ing the education given to 
them. That brings me to this—that the 
whole of this system of elementary schools 
will depend for its success entirely on the 
inspectors. If the service of inspectors 
is a good service, the schools will be good ; 
and if the service of the inspectors is bad, 
In 1895 there 
of inspectors ; there 
Kensington science and 
examining in science and art, 
and manual instruction, and 


1s 


were two. classes 
was the South 
art staff 
drawing, 


| there was the Whitehall staff examining 
|. . 
| in the other parts of elementary teaching. 
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They all did their work by individual 
examination, which is an extremely easy 
way of examining a school, but produces 
no satisfactory educational results. They 
never had to study the work of the school 
as a whole; they never had to watch the 
ordinary daily teaching of the staff. It 
was no part of their duty to appreciate 
and understand any special method which 
the ingenuity or cleverness of an individual 
teacher might have introduced into the 
schoool. It was no part of their duty to 
advise the teachers and managers of 
schools as to the subjects which they 
should teach and the methods which they 
should employ ; and I suppose that an 
inspector who attempted to propagate new 
ideas would probably have found himself 
entirely out of place. 

Now, evidently, we require a staff of 
inspectors who can do all these things, 
who possess great qualifications, great 
knowledge of teaching methods, not only in 
England but in other parts of the world, 
who have wide sympathies with teachers 
of various classes and various powers, 
who shall be independent of any kind 
of influence exercised upon them, either 
from the central office or from the 
Association of Teachers or any body of 
that kind, and who shall be brave and 
honest enough to speak the truth about 
the schools they visit. 
is that it is very desirable that before 
a young man is put to the arduous 
duty of inspecting schools he should 
serve some kind of apprenticeship, and 
for that reason a new system has been 
established by the Duke of Devonshire 
of appointing young men, first of all, to 
be junior inspectors, and to work for a 
considerable time urder supervision and 
observation. The qualifications required 
are youth, a liberal education, and some 
teaching experience—because no one can 
appreciate the difficulties of teachers 
unless he has had some experience of 
teaching himself. I should like to say 
here that from this class of junior 
inspectors young men of the elementary 
teacher class are not excluded. In the 
few who have already been appointed— 
there have been thirty-one appointments 
since the system began—there are 
several who have worked their way up 
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from being pupil teachers, who have | 
oD 


taught in elementary schools, and have 
found their way to college by scholar- 
ships earned by their own exertion and 


Nir John Corst. 
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merit, and who are likely, as far as we 
can judge, to prove as good and ag 
effective inspectors as those who have 
had much greater advantage, in the 
educational field. I have no doubt that 
as long as the appointments to this 
service are made by the Duke of 
Devonshire he will recognise merit, in 
whatever kind of society it may be 
found. All these new inspectors are not 
to be Whitehall inspectors or South 
Kensington inspectors, but inspectors of 
the Board of Education, and they will 
have to inspect any kind of school in any 
way the Board of Education may require, 
[An Hon. MEMBER: Secondary schools‘) 
Secondary as well as primary, technical 
as well as secondary, and so forth. 
Some appointments have been made for 
great literary merit, some for great 
scientific merit, and some for special 
kinds of merit. The object is to have a 
staff of inspectors from which we can 





Another thing | 


draw for any kind of school we want 
inspected. Until we have this new 
service going, we are obliged to have 
recourse to special inspectors in special 
subjects. It is particularly important 
that they should not be confined to 
inspecting one kind of school, because it 
is the opinion of the Board of Education 
that a variety of inspection and a 
variety of experience is useful either 
in elementary or in secondary schools. 


Now I come to that part of the 
subject of which I can give the least satis- 
factory account—that is, the supply and 
training of teachers. The whole object 
of all our Acts of Parliament, of all the 
Lords President of the Council, of the 
Vice-Presidents, of all the secretaries 
and officers and clerks, of our local 
authorities, and of our taxes and rates, 
is to put thirty or forty children intoa 
room with a competent teacher, and all 
our efforts will be entirely thrown away 
unless those teachers can be found. 
Some branches of the profession might 
be left to take care of themselves, because 
‘the law of supply and demand will 
‘secure a fair number of secondary 
teachers, teachers of science and art, 
‘and so forth. But in elementary 
‘teaching you cannot trust to the law of 
'supply and demand, because the pre 
_paration for the position of a 
‘elementary schoolmaster must le 


}as long as the preparation for the 
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position of asecondary schoolmaster, and | 


the class from which the great bulk of | 


these teachers are drawn, and must for 
sme time to come be drawn, is a 
poorer class, for whom it is impossible to 
wait to the end of along and expensive 
training. Therefore we must have ex- 
traneous assistance. 

I have often expressed my opinion of 
the pupil teacher system in this country 
-itis unique. You take a bright child of 


thirteen years of age and make him into a | L 
on the question of pupil teachers, was 


school drudge, who has to spend most of 
his time in school helping the teachers. 
In the intervals of this rather heavy 


children of this country. I do not be- 
lieve there is any other country in the 
world which would stand such a system. 


| The Duke of Devonshire and I have been 


very severcly blamed for the continuance 
of this system. I occupy in the Board 
of Education a position analogous to the 


| Court funetionary who in former days 


was known as the ‘ Whipping-boy.” 


| But we have made attempts at reform. 


task for a child of that age, you think | 


heean pick up the amount of culture 
and education which are essential in 
any effcctive teacher. You profess to 
teach him for short intervals before and 
after school. But you do not really 


teach him at all; you merely prepare | 


him to pass an examination once a year. 
That is not teaching: it is cramming. 
Ultimately he goes in for what is called 
the King’s Scholarship examination. 
It was called the King’s Scholarship 
eamination—quas? lucus a non lucendo— 
beeause there is no scholarship to be 
obtained at all. If he has gone through 
that examination, and is lucky enough to 
get into a training college, he spends two 
years in trying to absorb knowledge 
which he is scarcely fitted to take in, be- 
cause he has not the foundation upon 
which to build, and for the taking in of 
vhich he is entirely unprepared. I have 
werand over again spoken to principals 
d training colleges on this subject, and 
have never heard but one reply—thiat 
the students who come to their training 
volleges are not prepared as they ought 
to be prepared to receive the instruction 
which is there given. If the pupil 
teacher is not lucky enough to get into 
atraining college, he becomes an acting 
teacher. He repeats his earlier experi- 
nents, and tries in the intervals ofa very 
wduous and exhausting profession — to 
pick up sufficient knowledge to pass an 
‘amination for the certificate. It he 
ails either to get a certificate or to 
pass the scholarship exam nation, he falls 
into the ranks of uncertificated teachers, 
vhoare sure of some kind of employ- 
ment because the dearth of tcachers is 
great, but many of whom are wholly 
unfitted to be employed in teaching the 


VOL. CVIIL. [FOURTH SERixs, | 


Several years ago a Committee of expert 
people, well qualified to give an opinion 


appointed. They did not condemn the 
system root and branch, but recom- 
mended certain reforms. When the 
Education Department tried to make 
these reforms they found it was 
quite impossible to interfere with the use 
of pupil teachers in the schools. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Why ? 


Sin JOHN GORST : Because we were 
told, and I believe it to be so, they were 
wanted for the work of the schools, and 
the poverty of the managers prevented 
them giving pupil teachers that leisure to 
learn which otherwise they would gladly 
have given. It is the same in the train- 
ing colleges. Residential training colleges 
have a sort of monopoly—they do not 
admit of very much development—and the 
day training colleges which could develop 
have very insufficient means. In_ fact, 
what is called the King’s Scholarship is 
really a grant in aid of training colleges, 
and we grant training colleges £15 more 
for teaching a residential student than 
for teaching a day student. I cannot say 
why it is cheaper to teach a woman than 
aman, but for some reason a woman gets 
£5 more if she is in a residential college 
than if she is in a day college. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Why do not 


you give more ! 
Sin JOHN GORST: Because I am not 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Did you recom- 


} 


mend it to him ! 

Sin JOHN GORST: The Committee 
can imagine with what pleasure the 
Board of Education looks upon the intro- 
duction of the Government Bill of this 
year, which creates local authorities 


Y 
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which will have power to improve this 
system. I have no doubt they will do 
hecause in many places they have 
hegun to do it inan irregular way already. 
The Committee have no doubt heard of 
pupil teacher centres. They are really 
secondary in which young 
children are trained for teaching service. 
[ believe that in London and many of the 
great towns the School Boards have been 
driven to establish these pupil teacher 
centres in order to keep up the supply of 
teachers, because they have found that if 
some such steps were not taken it would 
be impossible to get teachers. But the 
name is really misleading. What really 
takes place is this. In a pupil teacher 
centre promising children—boys or girls 

are taken at about fourteen vears of 
age. ‘They are given a high salary up to 
eighteen, which is not payment for ser 
vices done, but is really a scholarship to 
enable them to be educated in the pro 
fession of teaching. I have the 
figures from one large town in the Mid- 
lands, which gives boys £15 a year when 
they first enter, and raises that sum to 
£40 a vear by the time they get to 
eighteen. Girls, again, Tor some 
reason, are paid for at a lower rate, get 
£12 a year when they first enter, and 
£30 when eighteen. They get also £10 
in order to help them to go to college. 
But these children have to spend halt 
their time in the schools, not because they 
are useful or wanted in the schools, but 
because it 1s necessary to keep up the 
pretence of their being pupilteachers. They 
da not teach in the schools ; they cut their 
pencils, and do other things of that sort. 
I cannot say that this system is educa- 
tionally a great success. It has broken 
down on two grounds. The necessity 


sO, 


sche a rls, 


got 


who 


of the pupil teachers spending half 
their time in the schools is fatal to 
efficient and continuous work. ‘The 


principals and inspectors of the training 


colleges assure me that the pupil 
teachers do nothing in the schools. 


They learn nothing there, and are not 
wanted there. [Opposition of 
“Oh!” |} The London Scheol Board do 
not ceunt these pupil teachers on their 
staff at all. At that age, a child ought 
not to go into school at all except for the 
purpose of learning. The other objec- 
tion to this plan is that lately it has 
been pronounced to illegal. The 
Board of Edueation did not make the 


Sir John Gorst. 


eres 


be 
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law. But some system of this sort 
ought to be kept up, and will be by 
the new local authorities. In some 
parts of Wales the plan has been 
adopted of sending the pupil teachers 
to the secondary schools, where they 
can devote their whole time to study 
I hope Parliament will leave the loca! 
authorities to make their own plans, 
Much has been said which indicates that 
an effort will be to insist on 
uniform Parliamentary scheme: but it 
is to be hoped that nothing of the kind 


} 
mace 


will be done. In this matter there 
must be variety, because the system 
which answers in one case will not 
answer in another. If the — local 


authorities are left to carry out their 
own plans in their own way, some very 
good schemes will be started. I object 
to tying up the new authority either 
in the fetters of an Act of Parliament 
or in the more flexible and irritating 
regulations of « Government Depart. 


ment. I have sufhcient faith in loeal 
government to believe that the local 
authorities will solve the problem if 
they «are left to do so; and no one 
will be more grateful than the Board 
of Education, which has itself been 
quite unable to find a _— solution. 

*(3.33.) Dr. MACNAMARA asked 
the Committee to come back from 
drift and geological surveys. and said 
he desired to move a reduction in 
the salary of the Vice-President as a 


protest against what he conceived to be 
the disastrous policy of the Board of 
Education in regard to evening schools, 
He invited hon. Members to consider the 
extreme importance of evening schools 
in their educational system. At the pre- 
sent time there were every vear half a 
million of voung children who left the 
elementary day schools between the ages 
roughly of eleven and fifteen. This halfa 
million of children had been kept under 
beneficent and wholesome educational 
influences day by day for five or six 
years, and had practically just commenced 
their education, which was very meagre 
in the best of cases. These children were 
just upon the threshold of education, and 
if they could only be kept under it- 
struction for a few years more the money 
would be spent with advantage, whereas 
if the children at this age were let go 
the money already spent upon their 
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wasted, he- 
in no 
continuation 
question had 
with by the pre 


education would be largely 

their edueation 

The evening 
e lueation 


llse was sense 
permanent. 

branch of the 
een disastrously dealt 
ent adininistration. At the present 
noment in England and Wales they 
had 3,000,000 ex-elem ntary day school 
under the age of twenty, and it 
that effort of states 
nanship should be used to keep them in 


rouch with education. 


scholar 


vas obviou every 


That effort had been made by previous 
ice-Presidents of the Council, but he 
wid not say the same thing of the 
resent occupant of the office. ven 
rhen the effort had been generously 
ade, the task of getting these 3,000,000 
velementary day school scholars into 


had 
difficulty, as he knew 


° M4 as 1, | 
e evelnug continuation schvois 


een one Of vreat 


m his own experience. But, notwith- 
in ling this fact. by the efforts of School 
ward members and Technical Instruetion 
ommittee members they had been able 
y secure vear by year an increase in 


the numbers attending the night schools. 
\though it had painfully slow 
the numbers had unremittingly 
ry earliest 
95 there were enrolied in these 
England and Wales 270,000 
1899-1900 there were 
110,000 enrolments. which was the high 
ater mark of the night school 
ent. The Vice-President of the Couneil 
nld see that these figures meant that 
ithe ex-elementary day school scholars 


heen a 
rease, 


“| from. the days. 


in 
pils, ancl in 


Th als 


move 


wer twenty vears of age in) England 


il Wales at the present time they 
t ohne out of | six attending the 
ening schools. If another one out of 

Was receiving education under 


ther public agencies, there still remained 
bur out of six, or 2,000,000 ehildren, 
hom they ought to try to get into the 


vhools. As far as the Vice-President 
al the Board of Education were con- 
med, so far from encouraging the 


hools, the Department had badgered, 
morried, irritated, and perplexed the 
nductors of night and the 
adency of this policy had been to 
wke them fall to pieces, rather than 
bvelop them as they had done in the 
ist. 


schoc rls, 


lle wished to refer to two enactments— 
he Cockerton Act and the Minute of 
ly 3rd—to which reference had already 
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been made. He could not, at the pre- 


sent moment, refer at any length to 
the Cockerton Act, as by the rules 
of the House he must deal only 
with departmental administration. The 
Minute of July 3rd last year was 


a four-page leaflet of a most eryptic 
character, and it took the place of the 
Code for night schools, which had been 
built up with great care. educational 


skill, ability, and patience by Mr. 
Acland. The main purposes of this 
Minute were, firstly, t» prevent the 
School Board rate from being spent on 


any and, 
Kx- 
chequer grant from being spent upon 


instruction : 
secondly, to prevent any rate or 


evening school 


the instruction in any public elementary 
night school of any per-on over fifteen 
The Vice-President had 
day, and many times before, that 
the result the 
judgment; but it was nothing of the 
sort, because the question of age 
not argued, and there was nothing in 
the judgment about fifteen years of age, 
orany age at all. What happened was 
that Mr. Justice Wills said that if he 
were asked at what childhood 
he should say at somewhere 
hetween sixteen and seventeen vears 
at the highest. It significant 
that the right hon. Gentle- 
nan, with curious avidity, should take 
hold of this statement, and serew the 
limit down to fifteen years. The Vice- 
President said he took that course upon 


years ol 
said t 
this was 


age 
a 
( ockerton 


ot 


Was 


aoe 
ir 


ceased, 


Was a 
comment 


an opinion given by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Fife. 
He thought it was about time that 
opinion should be read to the Com- 


mittee. Jt was an opinion which the 
Education Department did not pay for, 
although they had aeted upon it, for 
it was supplied to the School Board for 
London. Upon this point. he would 
quote trom the Minutes of the Schoo] 
Board for London. On the 9th of May 
last year it was resolyed— 

“That the Solictor of the Board he re- 
quested totake the opinion of Mr. H. Asquith, 
K.C.. and Mr. Llewellyn Davies on the qnes- 
tion as to where the age limit is to be drawn 
below whieh is would be legal for the Board 
to adinit scholars to the eventpg schools.” 


The Vice-President said 
upon that opinion. 
Str JOHN GORST: No, no. 
Y 2 


he had acted 
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*Dr. MACNAMARA said that upon 


{COMMO 


a previous occasion, when he quoted the , 


statement made by Mr. Justice Wills, 
the right hon. Gentleman replied— 


Yes, but the Gentleman the 
Member for 


opinion. 


right hon. 


Yes, but the hon. 
that the Board of 


GORST: 


says 


sir JOHN 
Member now 


East Fife has also given an | 


| statement, 


Edueation acted upon the opinion of the | 


right hon. Gentleman the Member 
Kast Fife. They did nothing of the kind. | 
We took the best legal advice we could 
upon the question. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA said the joint, 
opinion of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East life and Mr. Llewellyn 
Davies was— 

“It is not possible to give a certain or 
definite answer to the question which is put to 
us. No limit of age for scholars in 
schools is fixed by the Elementary 
Acts. 
Queen's Bench | ivision or in the 
Appeal, what the limit ix. The only indication | 
on this point is contained in the opinion éx- 
pressed hy Mr. Juostice Wills that ehildhood 
for this purpose comes to vn end some »where 
hetween sixteer anu seveateen at the highest.’ 


It goes on to say— 


for | 


board } 
Edueation | 
lv was not clearly decided, either in the 
Court of 


“ Ajl that ean be said with certainty is that | 


the Elementary Edueation Act, 1891, shows 
that tor the parpose of the Elementary Educa- 
tion Aets a who has not reaches 
the age of fifteen may be regarded asa child, 
and consequently inay be taught in 
Up to that age, theretere, the Beard 
ny sately admit scholars to their schools, [tis 
possible that, if the question comes before the 


poy or vol 


} 
school 


Court again, the age limit might he fixed at 
some higher point ; but whether that would Le 
so, and % it woald be the precise age selected, 
are matters of pure conjecture. It follows, in 
our opinion, that if the Board admit to their 
schools seholars above the: ie of fifteen, they 
will do so at the risk of future disallowances 
of «ll expenditure on the instruction of 


such scholars.” 

It had been his impression up to this 

moment that this was the opinion on 

which the Board of Edueation acted, 

but he was glad to know from the Vice- 

President that that was not the ease. He 
clad the Board got a decision they 


paid for, apart from thet given by the 


a board j 


| 01 3rd 


;at the 


right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Fite. 
Last session he ventured to warn! 


the Government thit the policy which 
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and their Minute of 3rd July, would 
have a most serious effect upon the 
night school system of this country. He 
stated that he thought from his experi- 
ence that their method of dealing with 
the Cockertondifficulty, and their Minute, 
would work disaster. He would state 
what he was told by the Vice-President 
—and he wanted to lay stress upon the 
because the Government ap: 
peared to be oblivious as to what would 
happen. The right hon. Gentleman said 
on 9th July— 

“No person will be exeluded from an even- 
ing school by the Minute.” 
The First Lord of the Treasury on the 
same day said 

‘| venture to say that as the result of this 

measure there will not be a single adult of 
either sex who will he deprived of any of the 
advantages of the present system.” 


Again, six days later the First Lord 
suid— 
‘The hon. Member for North Camberwell 


says in will be the right, and may pe: haps be the 
duty, of the School Boards to chalk up upon 
the doors of these closed schools : ‘ No school; 
rnient. Was 


co-ed hy orcer of the Gove 
there ever an educationist who so successfully 
disenised himself for the moment as a party 


politician * » No such danger need he appre 


hended. 

le asked the Committee to consider what 
happened in respolise to these three state- 
ments. He took the trouble to send to 
the clerks of 400 School Boards forms of 
inquiry as to how they were getting on 
under the Cockerton Act and the Minute 
July. The questions he put to 
them were as follow 


‘Was it nece ssary this pi i~t se ssion to ol tain 


the sanction of your m unicipal — ty fo 
the continuance of any of your night school 
work 7? , , 

‘Was that — viven? Was any 
— ulty eX verienced 7 Had any of the night 


hool work of your Board to he dropped ? 
re an you give the number of pupils enrolled 
' do wn to date compare “il with the same nawiber 
same date of the last two or three 
yeus 
“Tf your Board’s pupils have fallen off, would 
it be true that the pupils have to any extent— 
and if so to what dm yt—heen accommodated 
by Technical Instruction Committee or other 


wwencies?’ 


The whole point of the right 
Gentleman’s reference this afternoon t 
the night school work of the Schoo 


if that work fell off, t! 
technical instructh) 


Boards was that 
i County Council 


they were then pursuing in the method | schools would progress, because the pupils 
of dealing with the Cockerton difticulty, | 


excluded from the one would naturall) 
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find their way into the other. That was 
a point which he wished to traverse in 
the most emphatic way. He got replies 
from 250 School Boards. A great number 
of the other Boards which did not reply 
had not had at any time night schools 
under their charge. He would quote a 
few of the replies he had re¢eived. He 
would begin with the case of Brighton. 
The Vice-President was familiar with the 
he did not give it to the 
Committee this afternoon. That was 
the ease in which the Municipal Council 
said— You will not continue the science 
and art classes; we won’t give our sanc- 
tion. At the time when the refusal was 
mmnounced there were 658 science and 
ut students in~ the the 
Brighton School Board. The door was 
dosed upon them, and he found on 
inquiry that the science and art classes of 
the Brighton municipal authority had 
only increased by sixty-eighty students in 
science and twenty-five in art, sothat the 
net result was that there were about 600 
young people who were at school last vear 
absolutely shut out from the instruction 
At Grays, in 
Essex. the night school enrolments up to 
October, 1900, were 321. Up to 
Oetober 1901 they had fallen to fifty- 
four. In the case of Higher Neweastle, 
the School Board, under the impression 
that the night work would be 
carried on by the municipal authorities, 
did not apply for sanction. The work 
was taken up by the ‘echnical In- 
struction Committee, but they afterwards 
dropped it, because the County Council 
refused a grant for the elementary 
subjects. He believed the County Council 
was absolutely within its right. In the 
little village of Whickham, in Durham 
the numbers had fallen from 110 to 56. 
He could give the case of night school 
alter night school where the work had 
been dropped in consequence of the 


ase, but 


schools of 


they were receiving. 


school 


diticulty created by the new regulations | 


of the Teehnieal Instruction Committee. 
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*Dr. MACNAMARA said he held in 


his hand the Minute of July 3rd, and 
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also Mr. Acland’s code of regulations up 


At Blackburn certain subjects had to be | 


dropped. The Vice-President would not | 
deny that the Minute of July 3rd | 
withdrew the special grants for 


ambulance, home nursing, and physical | 


instruction. 


Sir JOHN 
denied. 


GORST: Yes, 


that is | 


| 


to that time. In the one there was a 
special branch for ambulance, home 
nursing, and physical instruction; and 
in the other these subjects were 
absolutely dropped out. The right hon. 
Gentleman said last year that they were 
dropped out for simplicity. 


Si JOHN GORST: There are a 
great number of home nursing classes 
to which grants are given. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA said that his 
point was that they were dropped out 
of the Minute. 


SIR the 


JOHN GORST: Not 
ambulance and the home nursing. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA said there seemed 
to be some perplexity in their minds 
here, and how much more would that 
be the case in the minds of members 
of School Boards? It was a fact that 
doubt and irritation had been set up by 
those conflicting statements of which 
the Committee had a good example this 
ailtermoon. 


Sir JOHN GORST: I never made a 
contlicting statement on the subject. 


*Dr, MACNAMARA said he was well 
aware that ambulance, home nursing, 
and physical instruction were included 
in the Minute of 1902, but they had 


been re-introduced by the right hon. 
Gentleman. He was talking of the 
Minute of 1901. 

Sir JOHN GORST: I explained all 


this last year. ‘lhe statement was made 


‘in this House, and everybody knew it, 


that they would be allowed and grants 


| given. 
*Dr. MACNAMARA - said it was 
avery great pity that they were 


not mentioned in the Minute, as they 
had been in every preceding issue of the 
night school code. At Blackburn the physi- 
cal exercises were dropped because they 
would not get the grant. At Barry the 
night schools were closed in consequence 
of the restrictions of the new Minute ; at 
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Colne manual instruction, cookery, and 
laundry work were dropped; and at 
Collierley no night school was opened, as 
most of the former pupils were over 
tifteen, and the Board felt that there was 


a risk that the Cockerton judgment 
would smite them. He could go on 


interminably to quote Cases, especially 
those of small places, where the people 
were doubtful that if they signed cheques 
for evening school work they would be 
surcharged. At Plymouth all physical 
exercises were dropped because of the 
withdrawal of the grants for this subject. 
At Gillingham and Grange the numbers 
for 1900 were 260, while for 1901 they 
oniy reached 100. The age limit of the 
night school Minute had a bad effect in 
the cases of boys intending to enter the 


dockyard as appre ntices. 


Of the 250 School Boards which replied, 
only 132 gave full information and 
specific figures as to the number of en 
rolments, but these included the 
School Boards of the country. 
October, 1900 that the 
ning of the last session before 
Cock: Act — the total 
enrolments in these cases 224.141. 
Up to October, 1901—that was the first 
part of the first session after the Cocker- 
ton Act—the enrolments 190,! 
That was a falling off of 34,000 pupils, 
and on a rough estimate he should say 
that when they came to examine the 
figures for the first year after the 
Cockerton Act they would find a falling 


ereat 
Up to 
begin- 
the 
number of 


Was 






‘TLON 


Was 


were 3055. 


off of 100,000 pupils. In the case ot 
London he could give later figures 
showing similar results. The right 


hon. Gentleman said—Perhaps there 
has ben a falling off in the matter of 
enro ment, but we have opened as many 
Then he went on to say—Per 
haps the number has fallen off, but, 
at any rate, the attendan-e is better. 
When the right hon. Gentleman was 
asked whether it was better in London, 
he replied, * Yes.” It might be better 
in one or two selected schools. What 
are the actual facts, not in regard to 
enrolment but in regard to the numbers 
present at all! Here | bring the figures 
down to 25th March, 1902. ** The aver- 
age attendance has increased ”: that is 
the specific statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman, one of the few we have been 
able to procure from him. 


| he 
Scnoois, 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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Sir JOHN GORST: I said over and 
over again that I could not possibly tel] 
until the year over; but that ] 
could say, so far as my information 
went, that the actual attendance had 
kept up. 


was 


*Dr. MACNAMARA: All T ean do 
now is to add to the right hon. Gentle. 
man’s information. Now, what are the 
facts? Up to the 25th March, 1901, 
whilst the average present at all our 
night was 58,632, on 25th 
March the average present at all was 


schools 
55,228, or a falling off of 3,500. and the 
enrolments had tallen off 8,000. That 
was under a system by which not a 
single pupil was to be excluded from 
any night school in the future! The 
right Gentleman tells us. that 
the may have inereased or 
fallen off, but that the 
hetter because the students are 


Now, | would like 


f 
hon. ” 
ad iissions 
attendance was 
more 


zealous. to know 


how many of these figures — are 
figures tor technical instruction in 
night schools which have never before 


been given in these Returns, and which 
n put in to cover the balance 
of loss on aecount of the Minute of 
July 3rd of last year. What was struek 
out of that Minute! Ambulance, home 
nursing, and physical exercise. The 
Vinute specifically stated that the special 
grant not to be 


exercise. The statement mi: 


hy i'Ve bee 


made for plrysical 
ide last year 
as to why it was struck out requires a 


was 


little further elucidation. ‘The right 
hon. Gentleman told me and told the 


that it was due to abuses 
which had up under that 
physical exercise grant, and that on 
of these abuses was that there had_ been 
School Board balls under the guise oi 
What are the facts 
of 401 
chools, at 
very 


Committee 


grown 


physical exerelse. 
In under twenty 
London School Board's night 
the end of the evening’s work, 
occasionally, and under the 

sanction of the Inspeetors of the Board 
of Edueation, the physical exereise took 
the form of an impromptu dance. That 
is the abuse which made it impossible 
for the right hon. Gentleman to cot 
tinue the grant for physical exercise 
There is seareely a day on which Td 
not put this question to myself: ‘ Why 


Classes out 


special 


cannot we have in England the same 
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administration in regard to education as 
we have in Scotlind‘” [ wish the 


seotch ducation Department would 


bnd the English Department Sir 
Henry Craik for six months. On 


Yovemmber 20th, 1900, the Rev. Jacob 
Primer, «© member of the Dunfermline 
Board, wrote to the Board ot 
Education in Seotland as follows 


School 


“T have witnessed in ore of our burzh of 
Dunfermline schools as follows: Infants 

seotch reels, quadrilles, haymakers ; Classes 
Il. and TH1.—quadriiles ; Classes IV. to VI. 


girls only) — quadriiles, polka, Cireas-ian 
irele 


(Great langhter.] Oh, there is 


to come 


worse 


“Bovs of seven, eight and nine vear-, took 
the girls through the dances with their 
mand their waists. Are such 

ns dered as ine uded in a systen: of primary 

MUCALION % 


- THis 


danvees to be 


ts there to be any protect on tor 
‘noof Christian parents who con- 
entiou-ly oljeet to dancing on rel vious and 
val vrounds %” 
[he picture of boys of seven or eight 
lancing with their round the 
waists of girls of the same uge certainly 
“Caledonia stern and 
Let us look at the reply of the 
Board of Edueation. ‘The Seere- 
tary, Sir Henry Craik, says 


arms 





snot my idea ot 
wild.” 


Scotch 


“Lam directed to state that my Lords s e 
wrea-onto object to the inclusion of daneing 
ithin the physical exereises fo ming pars of a 
whol curricuum. The extent to whoch it is 
uried, and the consi‘eration of what is most 
tale jor the chilsren, is a matter primerly 
ir the School Board, and my 
mit that the Board will pay c reful atten- 


‘se points. 


Lore s have tw 


Vow, that appears to me to be an emi- 
ently sensible reply ; but we cannot get 
reply like that from the English Board 
f Education under any circumstances. 
the other day the London Sehool Board 
wrote to the Board of Edueation saving 
that there was a great demand for the 
taching of swimming; that they had 
eeived formerly a special grant for 
wimming as a physieal exercise under 
the Night School Code, and they asked 
whether the Board of Edueation would 
give them a special indulgence in regard 
tosuch a grant. What was the answer 
ofthe Board of Education? It was— of 
wourse | am paraphrasing the reply —that 
tinder all the circumstances the London 
School Board might have a special grant 
atthe present time, but that they must 
tach the swimming on land: they must 
hot teach it in the water. 
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Sir JOHN GORST: I never saw such 
a letter. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA : Let me state the 
facts. This is our letter— 


“19th Mareh, 1902. Shortly after Easter, 
the stu lents of the eveningcontinuation schools 
will be taug +t swimming and life-saving at the 
baths, the preparatery lessons on land having 
alreasy been given. No grant is, however. 
pryable at present according to the Minute of 
the 3rd July, 1901, but, havire regard to the 
educational value of this useful and necessary 
subject, lam directed to ask that, as in the 
ca-e of first aid, the Board of Education will he 
good enough to allow grant under Group VII 
(vy). The m-<ruction bas heen, and will be 
vives according to the enclosed syllabus, «hich, 
it will he observed, pro. ides for the thorough 
instruction of the students in this branch of 
eduea’ ion.” 

And here is a COpy of the letter of the 
Board of Education 

“26th April. Lamdirected to state thet the 
Board of Education are prepared to recognise 
instruction in Parts Pand ff of Section I] «f 
the swimming and life-seving svllabus sub 
mitted therewith as eligsble for grants under 
Artic'e 17 of the Minute «f the 3rd July, 190], 
provided that the principal part of the instrve 
tien isin Part Hf. The Board are not prepared 
to allow grants on any other part of the in- 
struction given under this syHabus.” 

Now | turn to the syllabus, which 
sets forth — Part I, for which we can have 
a grant, is instruction in the school in 
rescue drill on land. Part I], for which 
we can have a grant, is instruction in the 
resuscitation of the apparently drowned, 
Part II, for which we cannot 
instruction at the 


on land. 
have any grant, is 
swimming baths. 


Sin JOHN GORST : Resuscitation oi 
the apparently drowned is not teaching 
Swing, 

*Dr. MACNAMARA: What I said 
that the answer of the Board ot 
Edueation was that you ean have a grant 
if you teach the method om land. 


was 


SIR 
swimming. 


JOHN GORST: No, you said 


What the Board of Education 


appears to have stated was that you 
could have a grant for teaching the 


resuscitation of the apparently drowned 
on land, but not in the water. That is 
quite a different thing. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA: 
dent began by saying 
nothing of this letter. 


The Vice-Presi- 
that he knew 
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Sir JOHN GORST: What I said was 
that I had never heard or seen any letter 
from the Board of Edueation which 
gave a licence to teach swimming on 


Supply 





land and refused to license to teach 
sWimming in water. 
*Dr. MACNAMARA: Part I of the 


syllabus says that the instruction in 
the school is to be rescue drillon land, 
Part II resuscitation of the apparently 
drowned, and Part II] instruction at the 
swimming bath. I say it is a fair para- 
phrase of the letter of the Board of Edu- 
cation to say that could have a 
grant for teaching swimming on land 
but not in water at the swimming bath 

The contrast between Scotland aud 
England need not he confined to matters of 
thissort. There are more serious matters. 
The Scotch Education Department per- 
mits the school rates to be spent on 
every conceivable education the School 
Board pleases. They may even build 
a university if they like. But in 
England we cannot spend the rates 
except on the most elementary education. 
Here are the subjects taught in the 
Glasgow School Board night schools: 
French, Latin, Greek, elocution, German, 
Gaelic, musie, police cla-ses, chemistry, 
steam, millinery, botany, modelling, 
weaving and drawing, pianoforte, gym- 
nastics, fencing and physical dril!, health 
and sick nursing, dancing and Spanish. 
The Blue-books of the Seotch Education 
Depart ment show exactly the same thing. 
One of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Schools 
in Seotland, Mr. Calder, says in his 
Report that what is being taught in the 
rate-aided night schools of Scotland is— 


we 


“Shorthand, typewriting, book-keeping, 
commercial arithmeticand geography, drawing, 
chemistry, mathematics, mensuration, higher 
English, Latin, French. German and Spanish, 
wood-eaiving and modelling in clay, military 
and physical drill, needlework, dressmaking, 
millinery, practical cookery, siek-nursing, 
laundry, and ambulance work.” 


I want to know why we cannot spend 
the rates in England in night schools 
on the same subjects. There is another 
point. You can spend the rates in 
Scotland on any pupils of any age. We 
are not permitted to spend the rates on 
any pupils in a public elementary night 
school above the age of fifteen. There 
is one other contrast. In Scotland you 
may have, if the local authority chooses, 
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freenight schools supportedfrom therates, 
Under the Minute of 3rd July of this 
year it is stated that— 

“The Board of Education will not in general 

recogni-e schools in which no fees are charged, 
but they will be prepared, in certain cases, to 
approve of the remission of fees to individnal 
etudents.” 
In Seotland that is a matter for the 
locality entirely. If the local authority 
desires free night schools itmay have 
them. 

The policy ot remitting fees in ¢ ‘tain 
cases Was a very invidious policy, and one 








which the Government threw over when 
it the country tree education. 
Every day school, as he understood it, 
had the right to make night school grants 
if the locality would bear the rate. He 
had contested three School Boards elee 
tions and he always made free night 
schools the chief plank in his platform, 
If the right hon. Gentleman the Viee- 
President persisted in his unjustifiable 
attack on free night schools it would 
spell disaster to the night 
London. In 1894 the number of enrol- 
ments was 48,000, in 1895 it was 50,000, 
in 1896 it 57,000. Then the fees 
were abolished and the enrolment im 
mediately went up to 110,000, and in 
the two years since then it had increased 
to 146,000. He desired to protest most 
emphatically against the difference in the 
treatment awarded to Scotland and that 
awarded to England in this matter of 
night schools, and against the delay 
at Whitehall which was characteristic ot 
the administration of the Board of Eduea- 
tion. The Vice-President had spoken ot 
Whitehall as in times past having been a 
house divided against itself. It was 
more divided now than it had ever been 
in the seventy years of its existence. 
The night schools commenced work in the 
first week of last September; _ the 
managers commenced in great doubt and 
at once applied for recognition. Ten or 
eleven weeks after, on November 20th, 
the Board of Education issued in reply te 
that appeal for recognition, an appeal a 
to whether these schools were conducting 
themselves legally or not, a_ printed 
circular stating that in consequence 0 
the number of applicants for recognition 
some time must elapse before the J epart- 
ment could determine the list of recog: 
nised schools. What was the position ot 
many small schools? After waiting ten 
or eleven weeks to see if they were doing 
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what was legal they were told some more 
time must elapse before they could 
get a reply. Never before had 
a time when they had not been 
answered within a fortnight or three 
weeks, and he was in a position to say 
that up to last Easter a number of these 
small schools had not been replied to. 
The result was, the managers of these 
small schools who had been signing the 
cheques, said to themselves—‘ Well, we 
will 


} 
peen 


siglk ho 


may be wrong, so we 
more cheques ;” and the whole thing was 
dropped. This was a result of the Board’s 


not carrying out its administration in a 
prompt and efficient way, ond if this part 
of education work should be dropped it 
would be due to the deliberate purpose 
of the Vice-President to put down ele 
mentary night schools in this country. 
He moved the reduction of the 


£100, 


Vote by 


Motion made, and (Question proposed, 
“That Item A, 1 (Salaries, Wages, and 
Allowanees) be re luc: d by LOO. in respect 


of the Salarv of the Vice-President of the 
Council.” -- Dr. Muen nara, 

*(4.99.) Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, 
W.) joined in the protest against the 
ulmini tra ion of the Board of Eduea- 
on. The Department had now issued 


two small pamphlets, one dealing with 
the evening schools and with the 
elementary day schools, and he sub 
mitted there was great neglect of detail 
and a lack of grasp and knowledge of 
the subject in dealing with the evening 
continuation schools on the one hand, 
and the organised science and art schools 
on the other, and there was a terrible 
doubt in the minds of the managers 
as to what the position of these schools 
was to be, as from the 31st of July this 
vear to March next year, assuming the 
Bill now before the House was to 
become law. That position was not 
dealt with in the pamphlets to which he 
had referred. It was a matter of great 
diffeulty, doubt, and anxiety, and 
that difficulty, doubt, and anxiety ought 
not to be allowed to exist by a competent 
Board of Education. He was therefore 
driven to the conclusion that the Board 
of Education was not efficient. In his 
speech the Vice-President had referred 
to nature studies. In the insect world 
there was a fly called the bee fly. It 


one 
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looked like a bee in every respect, wud 
it hummed like a bee, but it was only 
a fly after all, and if he dared to draw a 
parallel he would say that in the Vice- 
President of Education at the present 
moment we had a Minister who looked 
like a Minister of Education and 
who talked like one, but who atter 
wl was far from being a Minister ot 
Education. Upon other occasions the 
right hon. Gentleman had amused the 
House with sallies of wit and humour 
which covered and concealed the paucity oi 
his information on the subject of educa- 


tion. Today his speech was exceedingly 
dull. The whole of the facts and 


figures which the right hon. Gentleman 
had given, which had 
already been published in the Blne-hooks 
of the Department, and those which did 
not appear in the Blue books were not 
accurate 


He had absolutely astonished 
by some of the “facts” given by the Vice- 
President with the schools; 
and upon the question ot pupil teachers 
he had compelled to interrupt 


were accurate. 


been 
regard to 


been 


the right hen. Gentleman. There 
must be a pupil teaching system ; 


the acolyte who was preparing for the 
profession of teaching must be given a 
training in the art and science cf teach- 
ing coincident with his acquiring the 
general information and broad culture to 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
referred. If it was done in another way, 
particularly with © regard to — the 
elementary schools—if it was endeavoured 
to take this professional and general 
culture in a sandwich system of a year 
in a higher school and a year in train- 
ing—the country would not obtain a 
teacher with his heart in the work and 
who would be willing to remain in the 
elementary school, who, on the whole, 
would be as good as the pupil teachers 
who were being trained today in the 
eentres to which the right hon. Gentle- 
man had alluded. At almost every 
point of the right hon. Gentleman's 
speech today there had been errors of 
fact. Anyone who had listened to the 
right hon. Gentleman would — have 
thought that only in his administration 
—in the last two or three years—had 
attempts been made to do away with the 
old system and to put inspection on a 
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sound footing. But these and other re- 
forms had long been pressed upon the 
Department by teachers, and some of 
them had begun long before the right 
hon. Gentleman came into office: and, 
although he might take eredit for 
extending them in some degree, he cou'd 
not take the whole credit of them. 
Every one of the reforms which the 
right hon. Gentleman had taken credit 
tor had been pressed upon the Depart- 
ment in the time ef his predecess rs, and 
he defied the right hon. Gentleman to 
point toa single reform that he had 
mentioned that had not been pressed 
on the Department by teachers in the 
past. There was one point which the 
teachers of the public elementary schools 
felt very greatly at this moment, and 
that was the Order in Council in regard 
to the registration of teachers. He 
found in that Order of Council! what he 
had noticed throughout the sperch of 
the right hon. Gentleman this afternoon 

wu looking at the question 


of elementary 
edueation from. the 


point ot view. of 
\ elucation. and a desire to 
subordinate the whole vast field of 
elementary education to the ideas and 
aims of one engaged in secondary edu- 
cation. 


secondary 


What was the plan of the right hon. 
(entlenan’s speech this afternoon! To 
approach the question of elementary 
education points 
directed to secon lary education. He 
rejoiced in the tact that the Board of 

passed, and he 
rejoiced in the reforms which had taken 
pla ‘eat South Kensington, but where 
he parted company with the right hon. 
Centlenan was that the Viee-President 
had gone on to regard the great -ubject 
of elementary education, which had been 
detached absolutely from — secondary 
education, and to administer it for the 
past two or (hree years, from the point 
of view of the secondary schools, as a 


by a long series of 


Education Act was 


preparation for the secondary schools ; 
and it was not only preposterous and 
absurd, but harmful to look at it from 
that point of view alone. The rea! 
policy should he so to level up 
elementary education as to make the 
passage to the secondary schools easy 
for all. 
of Education was to improve elementary 
education and to erganise a 


Mr. Yorali. 


(COMMONS) 


The proper duty of a Minister 


proper 
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system of secondary education. Hi 
denied that the condition of secondary 
education of this country, as ey idenced 
by the old grammar schools and the 
system ofexamination hitherto applied 
to them, was so good as to make it 
desirable to transform the elementary 
education of this country and bring it 
into line with them. The practice of the 
Vice-President was to belittle the school 
teachers and their work as greatly as he 
had belittled the work of the School 
Boards ; but if he consulted his inspectors 
as to the teaching capacity of the 
teachers in the elementary schools, and 
the reports they had made for many 
vears past, he would find those teachers 
were as competent as any in the world. 
and were as econvers:nt with their work. 
But there had been a deliberate intention 
on the part of the Department to make 
a distinction between those teachers who 
had been teaching in elementary schools 
and those who had been engaged in non 
elementary schools. In the scheme of 
registration of teachers which had heen 
devised hy the Department there were to 
A and B. In column A 
the names of those teachers 
who held the certificate of the Board of 
Edueation for employment in the public 


he two coinmus 
were to he 


elementary schools, and in column Bb the 
names ot all other teachers otherwise 
qualitied. What were 
fications ! Not mercly 
degrees, but residence in a 
training college. A teacher might 
have gained the highest academic <is- 
tinctions, but, unless he had 
a secondary training college, or had 
taught in a school not an 
school, then that highlv-qualitied person, 
full of years, experience, and attainments, 
could not go under column B, and the 
result must be the exelusion of some ot 
the best teachers of the land. This policy 
of the Department was illustrated also in 
the handbook recently issued containing 
recommendations for 


schools. It was a_ policy of invidious 


he other qual 
high academic 


secol idary 


heen to 


elementary 


secondary day 


exclusion from the secondary day schools 
of some of the best, most successful and 
highly qualitied teachers in the land. 
Administration and policy were ell of a 
Their object was to magnify and 
glorify a 


piece. 
defective 
secondary education, and, while magnity- 
that, to 


highly system of 


ing and glorifying depress 
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correspondingly and to repress and he- 
little the system of elementary education 
inthe land, in order to make it fit into 
that secondary education, only part of 
which, and that the most unsatisfactory 
part, was under the control of an Educa- 
tion Department of the most unsatisfactory 
and imperfect nature. When the en- 
deavour was made to elicit from the right 
hon. Gentleman a statement which would 
help to redress some injustice in connec- 
tion =with an elementary 
sympathy and seant help was received. 
A case in point was that of Mrs. Morgan, 
who had been mistress of a Church of 
Envland school in Worcestershire. This 
lady was nearly sixty-four years of age, 
and, if she had remained in the schoo! 
until! September, 1903, would have com 
pleted her sixty-tifth year, and could have 
retired on the meagre pension allowed by 
the State 


school, ho 


after forty tive years service. 
She had not been long av the school, so 
he view could not say that, having been 
appointed) when young, she had now 
growh too old to continue to hold her 
post ; nor could it be said she was incom 
petent, because the 
Board of Edueation had spoken of het 
work in the most complimentary terms. 
This lady, however, within fifteen or 
sixteen months of attaining superannua 
tion age, had been dismissed, and failure 
had attended the efforts of at anv rate 
one bishop —if not twe—-to induce the 
Vicar to ehange his mind. The mattei 


lisp “ctor of the 


1 


right hon. 
nit his reply was 
simply that the Board of Education had 
ho power to intervene. That was the 
stereoty ped a ply to complaints. 

Last year, and the vear before, a Bill 
was promised to prevent this sort of thing. 
li the right hon, Gentleman was less 
active in damaging higher forms of 
elementary education, and more ready to 
champion the cause of those who needed 
hischampionship, he would betterornament 
his position, Every ody who employed 
labour knew what it was to keep an old 
servant beyond the time at which he was 
really competent to do nis work. But in 
this case the Board's inspector certitied 
the teacher to be competent, and that she 
could remain in the school without damage 
to the institution for another fifteen 
months. Yet she was turned away 
Without any allowance, at an age when 
it was almost impossible for her to 
obtain another school, without em ploy- 


was then brought before the 


Gentleman by Qu sstion, | 
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ment or resources. That treatment 
meted out to a servant of the State by 
a st ward of the State—because these 
managers who expended the money of 
the State were certainly stewards of 
the State—was such that no Member 
of the House would dream of meting 
out toa servant of hisown. The Vice- 
President ought to have power to 
interfere in such in order that 
injustices might be removed. He had 
ventured to speak in strong terms of the 
policy and work of the Vice-President, 
and to express his belief that the right 
hon. Gentleman was wrong in his facts 
and data. His fear always was that, 
instead of t iking the trouble to acquaint 
himself with the facts, the right hon. 
Gentleman, hot-headed and off-handed, 
would place in a Code or Regulation or 
Minute some new arrangement with 
regard to the schools altogether un- 
justified by the circumstances of the 
case. It was because of that hatit in 
the pust that one looked forward with 
so much anxiety to what might occur 
in the future. But good would very 
likely come out of evil, because the 
attitude of the right hon. Gentleman 
‘© Coekertonising,’ and the 


cases, 


towards 
Cockerton movement, had led to the 
Bill before the louse under which 
there would be one loeal authority tor all 
forms of education. It was to be hoy ed 
that that body would have power to 
prevent abuses of authority such as 
he had re’erred to, and to transfer not 
only scholars, but teachers from school 
It would not, however, have 
power to transfer teachers if the 
abominably invidious and unfair dis- 
tinction with regard to the entry in 
Column B upon the Register was main 
tained. He hoped the right hon 
Gentleman would express his sympathy 
with the idea that all teachers who were 
qualified should he entered upon the 
register, notwithstanding what might 
be their experience in any one class ot 


sol ] 
to senool. 


school. 


*(4.54.) Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Isling- 
ton. S.) said that, while Members might 
be disposed to approve of the general 
principles of the speech of the Vice- 
President of the Council, the real point 
was as to the application of those 
principles in the woyk of administration. 
While he could not aecept the figures 
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which had been given as correctly indi- 
cating the reductions made in the evening 
continuation schools and elasses, he desired 
to disclaim allsympathy with such reduc- 
tions. Whether legal or illegal, the work 
of these schools and classes was most 
useful, and it was done at a time when no 
other body was doing it ; and work ot 
that entitled to the 
gratitude, and even approval, of all who 
were interested in the education of the 
country. With regard to the limitation 


character 


was 


of the school age to fifteen, no sueh 
arbitrary term should be fixed from 
an educational point of view. It 


depended entirely on the edueational de; 
velopment of ihe scholar, and any such 
limitation would not be in the interest 
of education. The great object should 
be to retain the scholars longer at school. 
rather than to shorten the term; and if 
they were suitable but not ready to 
enter the secondary schools, facilities 
should be provided for the continuance 
of their primary schooling. 
was a Constant disposition to 
between the two extremes as to 
the relative value of mere inspections 
and examinations, 
external. 


There 


whether internal or 
One great object of examina- 
tions was to test not merely the scholars 
but also the teachers. The right hon. 
(;entleman had expressed in very general 
terms approval of the examination by 
the teacher of his own work, but he 
(the hon. Member) thought that system 
was hardly open to such general com- 
mendation. Some external test of those 
who are taught, of those who teach, of 
the results of their work, and of the 
justification of the policy and expenditure 
ot Parliament, was of very material im- 
portance. While there were extremes to 
which it should not be taken, examination 
as a Whole was a rough, but still a good 


personally he would be very sorry if in 
any material degree it was removed from 
thoseschools with which Parliament had to 
deal. ‘Then in regard to grants for special 
purposes, there might have been excesses, 
but they werea useful form of encourage- 
ment to both scholars and_ teachers, 
Which had its value, and 
altogether in f 
schools on an entirely different system. 
Passing from these somewhat critic:l 
observations, he desired to express full 
Sir Albert Rollit, 


{COMMONS} 
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approval of the extension—if not the 





change—which had been made in dealing 
with evening schools by the new 


regulations in relation to commercial 
subjects. For many years it had been 
felt by some Members that the Science 
and Art grants might usefully be ex. 
tended to elementary commercial train- 
ing, or rather training in subjects with 
a commercial aspect. He had often felt 
that while the productive side ot eduea- 
tion had been most properly provided for, 
the distributive side, which was equally 
important, had not been similarly dealt 
with. When that 
throughout foreign countries, and particu- 
larly in the United States, great attention 
had been given to commercial training, it 
Was a matter of regret that so little had 
been done in that direction in thiscountry. 
When he visited the high commercial 
schools in all quarters of the 
tinent and the work which 
they were and the — great 
advantage the various States 
derived from those schools, he 
certainly felt that this country 
behind the times in commercial educa- 
tion, and at any rate the elementary 
foundations of better commercial training 
ought to be laid in 
their secondary and 
and schools. 


one reine mbered 


con- 
saw 
de ing, 


which 


Was 


connection with 


Classes 


evening 


He was very glad that these steps had 
heen taken. Although there might be 
a plurality of causes of commercial com- 
petition.in view of the great competition 
they had to meet, he thought higher com- 
mercial instruction should be = given 
under a wide system such as existed in 
other countries, not so much for the 
simple education of clerks and others, but 
for the education of ultimate heads of De- 


| partinents and captains of industry, who 


: ' had done so much in the past to advance 
test of what was being accomplished, and | 


the commerce of various foreign countries. 
He read, theretore, with interest and 
pleasure that the regulations conteim 
plated, among other things, instruction 
in drawing in the evening classes, 1 
English, book-keeping, geography, ete., 
and French and German, and other lang- 
guages. They desired that all those 
subjects should be taught upon proper 


avour of dealing with | principles, and although many ot the 


subjects might be of a utilitarian char- 
acter, he did not think it was impossible 
that even book-keeping might be made 
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disciplinary and # source of intellectual 
training if properly taught. With refer- 
ence to geography and history, if anyone 
thought of the educational effect of 
commercial history and geography they 
would conclude that it was about time 
that this was made a subject of more 
general instruction. He did not mean 
geography in the sense of simply know- 
ing the various capital towns, but in 
knowing—say—something of the con- 
figuration and possibilities of the develop- 
ment of the different portions of the 
world, in having a knowledge of the old 
trade routes and the new markets and 
routes which had been re-established 
since the construction of the Suez Canal. 
which was one cause ot the commercial 
changes which they saw going on. All 
the subjects he}had mentioned and many 
cthers were full of the deepest in- 
terest and were excellent subjects for 
instruction. With regard to French and 
n and other languages he would 
only say that languages were the in- 
struments of international trade, and 
our want of acquaintance as a nation 
with the languages of other nations had 
heen a distinet detriment to our com 
mercial operations in the past. If the 
Leader of the House had been in his 
place he would have added a word about 
the great service which the right hon. 
Gentleman did for commercial instruction 
when, at the request of a deputation 
which waited upon him, ke promised, 
and carried out ~ promise, that the 
metric system of \ eigl hts and measures, 


Germa 


the absence of whie h had been a 
obstacle to international trade, 
be taught in their schools. 


great 


should 


Phere was another matter in con- 
nection with the teaching of these 
commercial subjects. Ile desired to 
say that in a correspondence he had 
had with the Department of his right 
hon. friend, the inelusion of all these 
subjects had taken place upon the 
condition that they should be properly 
ught by well-qualified teachers. They 
accepted that condition most completely. 
Those who advocated more commercial 
instruction had no desire to degrade 
the standard of edueation, for their 
object was to raise it. They recognis- 
ed most completely that the intellee- 
tuil demands of modern business were 
of the most exacting character, and 
if the right hon. Gentleman would 
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lay the foundation for this demand 

requiring a high standard of qualifica- 
tion for teachers, he would have the 
utmost support from those who desired 
that there should be more commercial 
subjects in their curricula with a view 
totraining for commercial pursuits. 
They wished to enlarge the basis in 
regard to what business demanded, and 
qualify the people in a higher degree 
for performing those duties, both in the 
interests of the people and of the State. 
With regard to the training of teachers. 
he desired that they should have the 
tullest opportunities, and that they should 
he enabled to possess the highest quali- 
fications. He did not think they had 
always taken care that the conditions 
of their service promoted that result. 
Until quite recently the remuneration 
of teachers had been inadequate, and 
in many cases are so still, and the 
want of superannuation, and the 
doubtful nature of their tenure had 
prevented them from giving a_ tree 
mind to their work. Sut they all 
hoped that under the Bill now before 
the House the local authorities would 
be able to see that proper provision was 
made for the teachers, what 
the teachers were, so would the schools 
be, and unless they gave opportunities 
to their teachers in the w: av of train ing, 
they would not get the edueation which 
was necessary. He regretted some of 
the remarks which had been made 
about the pupil teacher system. He 
was aware that the system was open 
to eriticism, but, nevertheless, they had 
hitherto had to make the best of it, 
and it was a disappointment to him 
that, in his own constituency at that 
moment, an attempt was being made 
to sureharge persons who had been 
doing their best to improve the status 
and capabilities of the teachers by 
erecting, as the School Board had most 
wisely done, a Pupil Teachers’ Central 
Training School. Such thines were 
discordant with the views and aspira- 
tions of the House in regard to public 
education, and as was the case last 
year, he hoped something would be 
done to secure what was absolutely 
necessary, namely, the best education 
possib le for those concerned. He hoped 
that when they came to discuss the 
Edueation Bill in Committee, those 
things would not be left out of 
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consideration He hoped they would 
not be lett too vague in the Bill 
for it ought to be suggesiive and 
indicate principles in dealing with them 
so that foeal authorities would not be 
afraid to do those things, and they ought 
tu be clearly commissioned by Parlia- 
ment to do what this House believed to be 
necessary without the perils of surcharge. 
Taking the right hon. Gentleman’s 
2 whole, ina sense. it indicated 

although the 
majority of them were open to approval 


speeclias 


new depirtures, and 


some courses of action were indieated 
which might call for some eriticism. 


Phe speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
indicated what he was satisfied was the 
feeling of the House—whether from the 
higherorintellectualorfromthe mor: com 
mercial or material point ¢ t view, viz.. that 
rducation of the people of this country 
was their most important object and 
duty. They all recognised that whatever 
battles they might have to fight in the 
future s would 
be upon commercial questions, and it 
was the people best equipped for that 
purpose, and those who were in conse 
juence of cdueation the most alert and 
quick in eharaeter and action. that 
would be ikely to try to obtain the 
predominance which 
enjoved, and which it was their duty 
through 
I nowledge to endeavour 
most to maintain. 
‘(5.12.) Lonp EDMUND FITZMAUR- 
[KE (Wiltshire, Cricklade) said he was 
anxious to say a few words upon points 
which had raised, although the 
condition of the itselfé at the 
moment was a proof that most hon. 
Members felt that many of the questions 
which were usually debated at very 
considerable length, and sometimes with 
very strong feelings upon the Edneation 
Estimates, were more likely to find a 
proper place during the discussion of the 
clauses of the Education Bill which was 
now before Parliament. The observations 
which had fallen from his hon. friend the 
Member for South Islington were a proof 
of that statement. The hon. Member had 
alluded, for example, to the question of 
the training of teachers, and more 
especially to the pupil teacher question. 
Last year he placed upon the Notice 
Paper a Motion to reduce the salary 
Sir Albert Rollit. 


the great clash of fore 


England now 


education and commercial 
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of the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
in order to raise the question of training 
colleges, and more especially the gri vanee 
which the children of Noneconformist 
parents suffer from. ‘This was a question 
which would be brought up in connee- 
tion with the earlier clai 
Kdueation Bill, and therefore he 


auses of the 
would 
not take up the time of the Committee 
discussing that qi 

moment. There were, 
other matters which were not mixed up 
with the clauses of the Education Bill to 
which allusion might properly be made 
and to which allusion had already been 
made, Kor example there was the 
question friend the 


estion at the present 


however, some 


which his hon. 


Member for Nottingham had mentioned 
: : : ; ; 
in regard to the registration of teachers 


He was not inclined to agree with the 


hon. Member thit a slur wonld be 
rast upon a teacher by being placed 
in one part of the registe But 
unfortunately there was a feeling in 
the preiession of element ry teachers 
that this arrangement vas one that 


might place them at some disadvantage 
in regard to other classes of the profes- 
was inclined to think that it 
would be desirable for the Minister of 
Education to 


consider 
other arrangement might not be 


slon. He 


whether ome 
made 
viewed with dis- 
favour hy a class of teachers who played 
part in the education of the 


which would not be 
so useful : 
country 
He desired to say a few words in re- 
gard to the Order in Couneil whieh had 
recently been placed on the Table of the 
House in regard to the duties which the 
Council would take over almost immedi- 
ately it it had not already done so, irom 
the Charity Commissioners. He ex- 
pressed the hope that they might receive 
some assurance that at no distant date 
all this work would be placed under one 
Department, and that the transfer of a 
portion of the duties of the Charity 
Commissioners to the Education Depart- 
ment would eventually be followed up 
hy the complete consolidation of the 
duties of the two offices ; because he could 
not help fearing that under the present 
arrangement there would be very great 
delay when they had to deal with endow- 
ments. He understood that if they 
approached the question of endowments 
from the education side, they would go 
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to the Education Office ; but the moment 
it Was a question concerning property, 
there would be another oftice to consult, 
and that delay would arise on account of 
the Departments having to communicate 
with each ot her. There wasalso a strong 
feeling in the Hlouse, and he believed in 
the country, that it would be of advan- 
tage if the Charity Commissioners had a 
regular Parliamentary representative in 
the House. At present, when Questions 
relating to that Department were asked, 
some Member—not a member of the 
replied from the Bench 
ehind Ministers. Hethought the trans 
ference of work which had already taken 
place might simply be regarded as a first 
ind important step in that direction. 
Speaking on the question of evening 
‘continuation whieh had at- 
tracted most attention today, he said his 
hon. friend the Member for North 
Camberwell had fully proved his case up 
to thi point —that Inimany cases where 
the School Boards had decided not to 
ipply to take on the work which had 
been hit at, so to speak, by the celebrate d 
judgment, the work had 
very severely; but he was of 
pint i that in those 


Government 


schools, 


Cockerton 
suffered 
cases where the 
School Boards had exercised the option 
siven to them by the Act of last year, 
{asking to continue the work, no harm 
lidresult. Some justification was required 
irom the Government of the causes wh’ch 
wad led tothese matters being, as it were, 
thucked backward and forward between 
the County Council on the one hand 
ind the Sehool Board on the other. 
What edueational advantage had come 
irom all thoss minute and intricate points 
which had been toreed upon the House 
and the country and the teaching pro- 
iession by the proceedings of Mr. Cock- 
erton? tle had been told that Mr. 
Cockerton, was an independent auditor, 
and a stern-hearted man with a_ high 
sense of duty, who never received any 
hint to raise this question ; but certainly 
it was a very remarkable thing that all 
these troublesome points should suddenly 
have been raised, and there was a strong 
suspicion, which all the assurances given 
in the House would hardly a lay, that 
Mr. Cockerton was encouraged to take 
the steps he did with the view of bring- 
ing the subject-matters to a point. In 
any case, he desired to protest against 
the harm which had been done by the 
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uncertainty introduced two vears ago 
into a state of things which had worked 
pertectly well and had gone on with the 
knowledge and, so far as could he judged, 
with the approval of the Education 
Department itself. His hon. friend the 
Member for South Islington alluded to 
a recent case, and to the harm that had 
arisen from it. The hon. Member did 
not sperk with any desire to make Party 
eapital agiinst the Government. The 
hon. Member spoke as an educationist. 
Thank heaven, the energies of Mr. 
Cockerton had not been drected against 
the useful decision that many things 
could be done under the Clause 7 of 
the Seience and Art Department; but 
after the proceedings of that gentleman 
in other matters, they had heen trembling 
in the County Council offices lest he 
should start a campaign against them. 
Let them hope that in any case they had 
heard the last of Mr. Cockerton. He 
desired to protest in regard to the past, 
in the hope that it might* be some en 
couragement to the Education Office to 
put acheck on that gentleman, or any 
other gentleman who might think of 
making a similar campaign. He had 
had a good deal to do with Local 
Government Board auditors. They were 
a useful body, but they could not be relied 
upon to take the same view of the 
questions for a 


Salne 
long period of years. 
Speaking as the Chairman of a County 
Council, he could state that it sometimes 
happened that one auditor ordered the ac- 
connts to be kept a certain way, and then 
another auditor disallowed the accounts, 
because he said they were not properly 
kept. What was really required in re 
gard to the auditors was that 
should be more control by the 

ment which appointed them. There 
should) be some exchange of views 
between them, and they should not aet 
so much independently of each other 
There should, in fact, be a college of 
auditors. He wished to ask a question 
with respect to the important question of 
fees in the evening continuation schools. 
There was an important change in 
the evening school code, — which 
appeared to order that in such schools 
fees should be paid. Many hon, 
Members regarded these schools from 
different points of view. ‘To some an 
evening school conveyed the idea, say in 
the city of London, of a place attended 
by persons of already high education 
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who only desired to complete their 
education. To him it conveyed an 
absolutely different idea—a_ place like 
Salisbury Plain, where the children of a 
lot of poor agricultural labourers attended, 
where the value of education had not vet 
got a great hold on the affection and 
imagination of the people themselves, 
and where it was with the utmost 
difficulty that they could be got to 
send their children to school. His view 
was that if they insisted on the pay- 
ment of fees, and especially in’ the 
rural districts, at the evening schools, 
they might as well in many places 
put up the shutters at once. He 
gathered from a letter which — he 
had seen two days ago, addressed 
by the Department to the secretary 
of his county committee, that 
if 25 per cent. of the expenses of 
these evening continuation schools was 
paid by the county authority. this would 
he considered an adequate subscription, 
and would gave them from being hit 
by the rule. It would be a great reliet 
if the Vice-President would explain 
exactly what was intended in regard 
to this matter. 


(5.30.) Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, 
N.) said hedesired to endorse as strongly 
as he eould what had been said with 
regard to the village evening schools. 
Hle hoped if this debate served no other 
purpose it would give the Vice-President 
an opportunity of removing some of 
the doubts which prevailed with 
regard to these schools, He entirely 
agreed that not only in many of our 
raral cotmmunities would the night 
schools put up their shutters, but that 
that would be done in the poorer 
districts of our large towns. lle was 
not one of those who believed that all 
work should be free, for ‘in 
many of the fee-paying schools the 
work was better done than in the free 
schools. lhe pupils worked better, and 
the average attendance undoubtedly 
improved where a small fee was charged. 
But in the poorer and slum districts 
of London and other large towns, and 
in many village distriets, to demand a 
fee from some children and not from 
others—to make a distinction between 
those who could pay and those who could 
not—must mean the closing of the 
night schools altogether. He could not 
Lord Edinund Fitzmaurice. 
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think that that was the object of the 
Board of Education. He wished to take 
up the question to which the last speaker 
had referred. He wanted to invite the 
representative of the Government to 
clear the Government from the charge, 
which had been made against them tor 
the last two or three years, that they 
had instigated the Cockerton movement. 
That might have been done in this House, 
though he had not been present to hear 
it: but he knew that the allegation had 
been made repeatedly, inthe press and at 
public meetings, that it was the policy of 
the present Government to cut down to 
the narrowest limits the work of elemen- 
tary education, and that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Vice-President of the 
Council was the person responsible. Hy 
did not repeat the statement as his own 
belief, because he knew it was contrary 
to fact altogether. So far as he knew, 
the Cockerton judgment was got through 
the action of the Association of Head 
Masters. The whole question was one 
of pure law, and the Government had 
nothing to do with the decision thereof 
but the Government. acting in accordance 
with the judgment of the Courts of Law, 
were bound to support their oflicer by 
the legal machinery at their disposal 
That, so far as he knew, was the only 
part which the Government had taken 
in the Cockerton judgment—they neither 
instigated it nor detended it, except in 
the way in which every servant of the 
Government was defended. But the 
main idea running through the whole 
of the public discussions on the education 
question was that the Cockerton judg- 
ment was part of the policy of the 
Government te restrain eduestion work 
within certain limits. He invited the right 
hon. Gentleman the Vice-President, before 
the debate closed, to say definitely that 
the Government had nothing to do with 
that judgment from beginning to end. 
He was anxious that allegations of that 
sort should not be used, as they had 
been used, mischievously for party pur- 
They had been utilised for the 
purpose of instilling suspicion into the 
minds of the public, and introducing 
into School Boards an element of doubt. 
which tended to destroy all their action 
in the present and limit it for the future, 


pt ses. 


because it was said that they never knew 
what the Government were going to do 
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—whether the Government would not 
put Mr. Cockerton on to some other 
phase of popular School Board activity. 
That opinion had been strengthened by 
adecision of the Courts just before Easter, 
in regard to pupil teacher centres. 

He wanted the Government to say 
definitely what was to be their attitude 
for the next three or four years in re- 
gard to pupil teacher centres. Surely 
the Vice-President must know that the 
decisions which were given on Easter 
eve had led many School Boards to fear 
that they might not be able to carry on 
their pupil teacher centres, and that they 
were at their wits endto know what 
was to be done to discharge their legal 
obligation to train the pupil teachers. 
What were they to do! Were they 
to revert to the old practice which 
had been condemned by everybody, 
and by no one more strongly than 
the right hon. Gentleman himself, of 
tuition for an hour before school time, 
an hour between school times, and 
then two or three hours later on 
each little group of teachers in their 
own particular school! Were they to 
revert to that, or were they to continue 
the pupil teacher centres until all branches 
of education were placed under the one 
authority which the Education Bill pro- 
posed to set up? The Committee must 
recollect that the Education Bill would 
not come into operation until 31st March 
next, and schemes would have to be 
settled under it, but these could not come 
into force until the close of 1904, or 
possibly the spring of 1905. What was 
to be done in the interval? The Board 
of Education had power to suspend the 
judgment of the Court surcharging the 
members of School Boards for vertain 
expenditure in connection with these 
pupil teacher centres. Might that ex- 
penditure continue ? The question was 
how they were to train their teachers. 
It was not only a School Board question. 
He knew that whenever the suppression 
of a School Board was referred to, his 
right hon. friend regarded it with ap- 
proval, but he would remind him that 
many of those pupil teacher centres were 
carried on for the benefit also of the 
voluntary schools. If the pupil teachers 
were thrown back on the hands of the 
managers to train, these had not the 
machinery to do it properly. In fact 


they were in a worse rather than in a 
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better position than before the pupil 
teacher centres were established. The 
pupil teacher centre system was a great 
improvement on the old. A fairly large 
number of pupil teachers were drawn 
together in these centres, so that their 
academical training might be carried on 
with that enthusiasm which arose na- 
turally when a good number of students 
were engaged on the same tasks, but 
which did not arise when a student was 
working alone. Strangely enough, the 
Vice-President seldom made a_ speech 
in the House without making some remark 
intended, he supposed, to be a joke, but 
which severely hurt the feelings of 
people who were honestly trying to 
do the work and carry out the behests 
of the Board over which the right hon. 
Gentleman presided. He said that the 
pupil teachers were not wanted in these 
schools, that they merely sharpened 
pencils, and that some of the schools did 
not even count these pupil teachers. It 
might be necessary to explain that Article 
73 of the Code required that in a day 
school there should be a minimum number 
of teachers. In many of the large Boards 
the fact was recognised that young per- 
sons under the age of eighteen ought not 
to be entrusted with the school care of 
the children, and, therefore, they em- 
ployed a certain number of teachers, 
although they did not count them on the 
staff. They were in excess of the 
minimum staff. The pupil teachers were 
necessary for the assistance of the adult 
teachers, and if they were removed there 
would be the greatest difficulty in carry- 
ing on some ot the schools. There were 
some thousands of pupil teachers who 
went to the schools one half of the week, 
and the other half of the week they 
spent at the pupil teacher centres, where 
they acquired knowledge. Some people 
imagined that when the new educational 
authority was in force the whole question 
could be settled by having the pupil 
teachers trained inasecondary school of the 
ordinary type ; but he very much doubted 
whether such a system would achieve the 
best results. Indeed, he doubted whether 
it would be possible for any well-organised 
secondary school to take in a large draft 
of persons, who would necessarily be 
absent from the school for a large part of 
the week, acquiring their practical train- 
ing in special schools. He hoped the 
day was not far distant when pupil 
teacher centres would throw their doors 
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open to other students in arts and 
literature, who were not necessarily 
going to be teachers in after life. 


There must necessarily be attached train- 
ing schools in which these young persons 
might obtain practice in the art which they 
were afterwards to profess. 

He was notvery hopeful of getting any 


statement from the Government as to what | 


its policy would be until the new Bill came 
into operation. All he could say 
there was a feeling of very deep anxiety 
experienced by the teachers who were 
conducting these schools, and by the 
guardians of these young persons who 
had allowed them to enter into this pro- 
fession, and who were now looking with 


grave dismay as to their future prospects ; | 


and a feeling of very grave doubt on the 
part of the conductors of these classes as 
to what was to happen. 
light whatever was to be gained from 
the Vice-President as to the view 
his Department took. It was a somewhat 
difficult situation. A policy of drift 
was being adopted and they had heard 
nothing since Easter. He should have 
theught one of the first things the Vice- 
President would have said would have 
been that the Government would have 
been prepared to adopt a particular line 
of policy with regard to these great in- 
stitutions, which were well equipped 
secondary schools, and what they pro- 
posed to do with them until the new 
machinery was in full operation. 

Just one or two words on another 
subject, which the Vice-President might 
have referred to at greater length, the 
admirable work which was now being 
done by the Board of- Education with re- 


gard to the inspection of secondary 
schools. He himself believed that one of 


the most useful measures passed was the 
Board of Edueation Act of 1899, under 
which it became possible to inspect 
secondary schools. That gave the oppor- 
tunity to the professional classes, which 
the artisan classes had had since 1870. 
Every labourer and working man who 
sent his child to a public elementary 
school knew that that school had a 
certificate of efficiency from the Board of 
Education, but it was not until 1899 that 
an opportunity of that kind was given to 
the vast number of private schools termed 
secondary. He did not think it was 
generally understood that the inspection 
of the Board of Education could not be 


forced on secondary schools ; it came by | 


Mr, Ernest Gray. 
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invitation. The parents should know 
that they could bring pressure to bear 
/upon the authorities of the schools at 
|which their children were educated to 
‘invite the Board of Education to come 
and inspect them. Professional men, 
solicitors, and barristers in small practice 
sent their children to these schools and 
paid £30, £40, or £50 a year for them, 
and no guarantee was given to them of 
the syllabus, which might be much or 
little. The report was from the in- 
spector privately selected by the 
governors of the school, and might 
be worthless or otherwise, but they 
ought to have, and now had, a right 
of putting pressure upon the authorities 
of the school to secure adequate inspec- 
tion—an inspection which would not 
be an examination of the capacity of 
the individual child, but an inspection 
of the methods of teaching, an inspee- 
| tion of the sanitary condition of the 
school buildings, and an inspection of 
the governing body, of their accounts, 
and to see whether they were husbanding 
their resources properly ; in fact, an 
inspection of every portion which went 
to make up a secondary school and its 
work, carried out by some of the most 
competent men to be secured through- 
out the country. He would venture 
to draw attention to the fact that if 
they warited these thoroughly competent 
men of great authority and recognised 
standing i. every branch of study, 
they would have to go to gentlemen 
outside the Department, and gentlemen 
who had turned thirty-five years of age, 
and he ventured to suggest that they 
never would get for the work of inspec- 
tion a thoroughly efticient and effective 
staff until they dropped the absurd 
regulation which prohibited the engage- 
ment by the State of men over the age 
of thirty-five. He pressed the Board of 
Education to revise this rule in order 
that they could get for both secondary 
and elementary werk the very best men 
the country could produce for the work 
of inspection. He was glad to hear 
from the Vice-President that those en- 
gaged in the inspection of secondary 
schools were also to inspect primary 
schools in the same district. If a poor 
secondary school desired to have inspee- 
tion by the Board of Education or 


by a University expert, they, as 4 
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rule, were compelled to pay a heavy 
fee, and he wanted to know whether it 
had been agreed by the Treasury that 
where the authorities of a poor school 
could not afford to pay the fee for in- 
spection, the Treasury would undertake 
to inspect the school. 

He had always felt that the money 
which we had at our disposal, if 
properly used, could carry out far more 
than it had accomplished in the pas . 
It was not the dearth of money, but the 
way in which it was expended. Some 
of the schools just on the border line 
between efficiency and inefficiency were 
those who very often could not afford 
the fifty guineas required for the 
inspection, but thirty or forty guineas 
spent every year by the Treasury in 
inspection might be the means of saving 
families in that district from being 
defrauded, and might be the means of 
screwing up the school to a state of 
efficiency, and giving the people of the 
middle classes a chance of realising that 
after all there was some direct good 
to be got out of the action the State 
was taking in regard to popular educa- 
tion. A suggestion occurred to him in 
regard to what the Vice-President had 
said with reference to the Victoria and 
Albert Museum. He had never been 
quite able to understand why the 
Board of Education had not inaugurated 
in England that which had produced 
such excellent results in many countries 
abroad, school museums, which were 
not expensive and which were exceed- 


ingly useful. He instanced such 
museums in Switzerland. He had 
seen these museums and had often 


wished we had them in this country. 
They would afford teachers of the 
secondary and elementary schools an 
opportunity of seeing how they could 
put together useful apparatus at trifling 
cost. He hoped the Vice-President of 
the Council would give some assurance 
that evening schools might continue, 
that pupil teacher centres should not 
have to fear collapse pending the 
establishment of new authorities, and 
that he would say a few words of 
encouragement to those who were 
passing through a time of great trouble 
and trial in the educational world 
owing to conflicting judgments and 
delay in legislation. 
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(6.8.) Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) desired 


to make an appeal on behalf of, not 
the clever, but the dull or the average 
child, who, he thought, was being 
neglected by the present policy of the 
Vice-President of the Council. The 
Minute of last year had been followed 
by a second step, going even tarther 
in the same direction. He could not 
be accused of undervaluing technical 
education, because he was one of the 
founders of technical schools, and one of 
those who supported them before they 
were taken over by the municipalities. 
He pleaded for those who became the 
Hooligans of our streets, who were 
driven into the streets when their 
day’s work was done. He had _ for 
many years studied what could be 
done for this unfortunate class of lads 
from the age of about thirteen up to 
nineteen, to see how they could be 
drawn into the schools and be given 
a healthy training, and his complaint 
was that the Board of Education 
did not take into account the fact that 
these lads had worked their ten hours 
in a factory before they came to the 
schools. He had found that the only 
proper way to deal with such persons as 
these was to teach as little as possible by 
book work, and as much as possible by 
eye, and ear, and hand, and above all let 
this be carried on side by side with 
physical instruction. The result of the 
code of the 3rd of July last year was to 
penalise such subjects as physical in- 
struction, history, and geography, and 
every subject which to his mind went to 
build up a good citizen of the country. 
And the tendency of the Department in 
this regard had arisen from the mistaken 
policy of putting all the evening schools 
under the class of technical schools. The 
action of the Board of Education had 
resulted in dropping into the streets of 
our towns for years a large number of 
those who for many years had preferred 
to come to the schools. The grant for 
physical instruction in these schools up 
to the present year was the attendance 
grant, and was a penny per hour per 
school. That was all the State paid at 
the particular age when it was necessary to 
decide whether the pupil should grow up 
a good citizen or should be thrown on 
the streets. He was connected with 
eleven schools, which had 2,000 scholars ; 
and, although he considered the Minute 
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a bad one—and he had opposed it to the 
best of his ability when it was passed— 
the first thing he did was to go down 
and persuade everybody connected with 
the system to do their best for the new 
system, and make the best of what he 
considered to be a badchange. Although 
the Committee was obliged to give up 
the schools, they were carried on by the 
‘echnical Instruction Committee. They 
looked at the schools from a different 
point of view —that of feeders to the 
technical schools. They very properly 
thought they could not take over the 
physical instruction in these schools, 
which was one of the attractions to 
get these lads into them, if the two 
things were carried on together. But 
the right hon. Gentleman, with his 
wretched Minute of last year, had con- 
demned physical instruction altogether. 
This work was practically thrown over, 
and, but for half-a-dozen public-spirited 
individuals who said they would rather 
bear the expense themselves than see it 
given up entirely, would have been com- 
pletely stopped in his constituency. The 
right hon. Gentleman was making the 
code and regulations tend to the advan- 
tage simply of the clever and studious 
boys, while they drove out of the schools 
the average dull and rough boys, who, 
according to his experience, were the very 
best material to deal with. By physical 
and mental instruction being combined in 
a proper way, these boys could be con- 
verted from Hooligans into the very best 
members of society. The persons now 
carrying on the work in his constituency 
were practically of that type, who in 
their younger days were gathered in from 
the streets, and were now anxious to 
extend to their successors in the schools 
the benefits they then received. Unless 
satisfactory assurances were given that 
the policy of the last two years would be 
reversed, he should certainly vote for the 
reduction. 


(6.18.) Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) 
agreed very largely with the views which 
had been expressed in regard to evening 
schools. A good many years of his life 
had been spent at the Education Depart- 
ment, and he then felt that the evening 
schools’ work was about the most im- 
portant of the educational system of the 
country. His view at that time was 
that compulsory education might 


Mr. Whitley. 
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possibly with advantage begin rather 
with the evening schools, so that boys 
and girls, for a year or two after leaving 
day school, should attend one or two 
evenings a week so as not to lose the 
rudimentary knowledge they had, and 
also be kept out of a good deal of 
mischief, and be trained just at that 
period of life when teaching had some 
real and practical effect. He should be 
extremely sorry to think that anything 
the Government had done had in any 
way injured the evening continuation 
schools. The Cockerton judgment, how- 
ever, had nothing to do with the Govern- 
ment, but still he would be sorry if that 
decision interfered with the promotion 
of such schools. Every effort should be 
made to extendthem, and, although he had 
never been an advocate of freeing these 
schools, believing that a small payment 
would very often increase the bond fide 
attendance, if poverty prevented children 
going to them he would prefer to see 
them free. 

The Committee, he believed, hardly 
realised the enormous departure now 
being made by the grants to the new 
secon iary schools. He fully agreed as 
to the advantages of these schools being 
inspected. Not only did he believe it was 
an advantage that schools, of whatever 
class, should be publicly inspected, but 
he would allow the cost of such inspec- 
tion to be borne by taxation. ‘This cost 
was a very serious item to many schools, 
and it would be a great advantage if it 
was defrayed without any subscription 
being required from the locality. But 
when that was said he thought enough 
had been done. He could not under 
stand why they should be almost foreing 
public grants on all schools. Practically 
all schools, if they chose to comply with 
the regulations, could get the grants. 
Why should a large part of the secondary 
education of all classes of the community 
be paid for out of public funds? The Girls 
Public Day School Company was estab- 
lished about thirty years ago for the 
purpose of improving the education 
of girls of all classes. That Company 
now had about forty schools, with 
7,000 or 8,000 pupils, had paid its way 
all along, and was at present paying 4 
dividend of 4 per cent. Last year about 
one-fourth of the dividend was absolutely 


paid out of taxation in the shape of 
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the large grants given by the Board of 
Education. That was not animpecunious 
Con. pany ; the fees of the pupils amounted 
to fifteen guineas a year; and he could 
not understand where the authority 
came from to pay so large a part of the 
cost of educating the children of people 
who were sufficiently well todo to pay 
such fees. According to the recent 
Minute, public grants of from 80s. to 
180s. were to be paid for all pupils for a 
period of not more than four years. 
There were thousands, or even millions, 
of these children, and it was a very 
startling departure from the general 
idea of legislation that a system of 
secondary education should now be 
begun. the cost of which was to fall 
entirely on Imperial taxation and the 
local rates. The words which formerly 
barred schools carried on for private 
profit had been omitted from the Minute. 
If the omission was intentional, it meant 
that all those schools were to participate 
in these grants. If that was not in- 
tended, it meant that the private 
adventure schools, which had done so 
much good work, would be practically 
ruined by the competition of these rate- 
aided and State-aided schcols. ‘That was 
neither a right nor a wise step to take. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said that 
every variety of school should be en- 
couraged. Nothing had done more for 
the benefit of education than the various 
classes of secondary schools which had 
existed, but if the private adventure 
schools were to be killed, and schools 
established and carried on by the rates 
and Imperial grants, there would be a 
stereotyped set of secondary, just as 
there was of elementary, schools. More- 
over, the cost would be very great 
indeed. In the debates of 1870 the 
general idea was that the grants should 
be limited to the working classes. That 
principle had been altogether departed 
from, and, considering the enormously 
increased expenditure now going on, it 
was somewhat startling that, without 
any direct order from Parliament, it 
should be proposed to defray the cost of 
the secondary education of all classes 
out of the public purse. The middle 
classes were quite able and willing to 
pay for the education of their chiidren, 


and it was most unreasonable that, by | 
the State paying these grants, the risk | 
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should be run of destroying a great 
number of private adventure schools, 
and the burden of taxation enormously 
increased. He was greatly interested in 
education, and no one could say he had 
not shown anxiety for its promotion, 
but he certainly thought it was an utter 
mistake to take the step now con- 
templated. It would not tend to make 
education more popular; and, with this 
additional demand on the Exchequer, it 
would be idle to talk about reducing 
the burdens on the State, as Members 
were so fond of doing. 


*(6.30.) Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, 
Eye) said he wished to raise a matter ot 
very considerable importance connected 
with the promotion of secondary educa- 
tion, and the question of ensuring its 
efficiency. ‘The present system involved 
the perpetuation of a grave injustice 
to one particular class of the educa- 
tional community. He wished to call 
attention to the conditions of tenure 
of assistant masters in the secondary 
endowed schools. The object they all 
had in view was to secure that every 
opportunity and encouragement should 
be given to the best men to take part 
in the educational work of those schools ; 
but the power of arbitrary dismissal 
which now rested with the head masters 
of secondary schools, operated to the 
prejudice of those who otherwise would 
desire to take part in the work of 
education. It was obvious that the re- 
sponsibility for this state of things now 
rested with the Board of Education, 
and whatever legislative changes might 
be introduced, the ultimate responsi- 
bility would continue to rest at White- 
hall, and any appeal which might be 
devised to give assistant masters pro- 
tection against arbitrary dismissal would 
He was 
not sure whether the answer which the 
right hon. Gentleman gave a few weeks 
ago with respect to the dismissal of 
assistant masters from the Merchant 
Taylors’ School, was intended to be of 
a final character with reference to the 
policy of the Department in regard to 
this matter. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that the Board had never been 
able to devise a plan of appeal which 
could properly be inserted in a scheme. 
But it was high time that such a 











607 
plan should be devised, and it was 
exactly one of those questions which 
could usefully be referred to the Con- 
sultative Committee, and this afforded 
them an excellent opportunity of dis- 
cussing a scheme of this kind. Re- 
cently a joint deputation of assistant 
masters and head masters had urged 
upon the right hon. Gentleman the 
desirability of this question of security 
of tenure being brought before the 
Consultative Committee, to enable them 
to discuss a practical scheme. The 
right hon. Gentleman then gave a 
negative answer, which he hoped was 
not final, because if the Consultative 
Committee was to do any good, surely 
this was one of the matters which might 
most fittingly be referred to it for 
discussion and settlement. 
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He was not quite sure that the right 
hon. Gentleman appreciated the gravity 
of this question. In former years he 
believed it was not the custom to give 
the arbitrary powers of dismissal to head 
masters. This was shown by a letter 
written by Mr. Richmond on behalf of 
the Endowed Schools Commissioners 
in 1872. They had now got beyond an 
appeal to the governors of the schools, and 
what they wanted was an appeal to the 
Board of Education. He did not know at 
what time the Endowed Schools Com- 
missioners made this change. The theory 
was that the governors were able to dis- 
miss the head master without reason given, 
and the head master was able to dismiss 


the assistant masters without reason 
given. In practice this system had not 


worked well, because in some schools the 
assistant masters in reyard to qualifications 
were upon the same level as the head 
masters. Therefore it was unjust that 
assistant masters should be liable to 
dismissal without any appeal whatsoever. 
In the majority of cases, of course, head 
masters did not abuse their power of 
arbitrary dismissal ; but the system had 
not worked well. All that the assistant 
masters asked for was a right to appeal 
to the Board of Education. He had 
particulars, with all of which he would 
not trouble the House, of fifteen cases in 
which the arbitrary dismissal of assistant 
masters had occurred within the last few 
years. In 1890 and 1894, at different 
schools, the appointment of a new head 
master was followed by the dismissal of 


Mr. Stevenson. 
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the whole staff without any reason being 
assigned. One of the men dismissed had 
had thirty-five years experience in the 
school ; and all were honours men of 
Oxford or Cambridge. In 1899 there 
was a case of a head master who, retiring 
with a pension, dismissed the whole staff 
at the beginning of his last term, because 
he was in doubt as to his legal liability 
in the event of the staff not being 
retained by the new head master. 


These cases showed the abuses which 
arose under the present system, and it 
seemed to him that the right hon. Gentle- 
man ought to apply his mind to this 
question, and those who sat upon the 
Consultative Committee might also 
consider it. The present system was 
injurious to secondary education, and 
worked grievous wrongs in individual 
vases. If the grievances of the assistant 
masters were remedied a good deal would 
be done to further the cause of secondary 
education. It must not be supposed that 
the head masters as a body were hostile 
to this reform, because many of the most 
prominent head masters had taken the 
strong view that there ought to be an 
appeal. The present Archbishop of 
Canterbury had repeatedly stated his 
opinion that there ought to be a right of 
appeal in these cases. Had he quoted 
the whole of the fifteen cases, which he 
could have done had time permitted, the 
right hon. Gentleman would have seen 
at once that many of them deserved his 
immediate attention. In the case of the 
Merchant Taylors’ School one ot the dis- 
missed assistant masters under the 
pension scheme would have to pay 
premiums for nine years after his dis- 
missal, and this without the possibility 
of obtaining work in other schools. The 
men who were dismissed were very often 
about forty-five to fifty years of age, who 
had served faithfully in the schools, and 
whohadhad great educational experience. 
It did not always follow that a head 
master who had better degrees was the 
best teacher, for the capacity for im- 
parting knowledge was no less important 
than the knowledge itself. So long as 
a new head master was able to come 
with an entirely new staff and turn out 
arbitarily, without compensation, the old 
staff, there must be a complete break 
of continuity in the educational work in 
that particular instance, and a very grave 
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injustice must be done to those teachers 
who were dismissed. This system must 
have the effect of preventing the best 
men from embarking wpon an educational 
career, and that was a result which by 
every possible means in their power they 
ought to endeavour to avert. 


(6.45.) Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 5.) 
called the attention of the Vice-Presi- 
dent to the case of the school in 
connection with St. Patrick’s Benevolent 
Society, which he understood was in 
receipt of an annual grant from the 
Educational Department. That school 
was founded without any religious dis- 
tinction whatever in connection with 
the educational work, the condition 
being that its operations should be con- 
ducted among the poorer classes of Irish 
children in London. He need scarcely 
point out that the poorer class of Irish 
in London belonged to the Catholic 
Church, but in this school no Catholic 
teacher was engaged, although induce- 
ments were held out to Catholic children 
to attend the school. He submitted, 
therefore, that the school was not con- 
ducted in accordance with the spirit 
of the bequest, and that it had become a 
proselytising institution. He was sure 
the nght hon. Gentleman would recog- 
nise the necessity of making close in- 
quiry into the case before further grants 
were given to the school. On 24th 
March he asked a question with regard 
tothe school, and the reply he received 
was that the Charity Commissioners had 
no record of the history of the school. 


Sir JOHN GORST: [f the hon. Member 
will communicate with me I will take 
care that the matter is inquired into. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) said 
the question of the security of tenure of 
teachers was one which involved great 
hardship, and he did not see why it 
should not be remedied. Teachers might 
be dismissed for all sorts of reasons, and 
what was wanted was the right of appeal 
tothe right hon. Gentleman at White- 
hall. The Vice-President sympathised 
with them in a more or less platonic way, 
but he had not got further. He did not 


see why the right hon. Gentleman should 
not bring in a Bill to remedy this in- 
Justice. 
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(6.50.) Str JOSEPH LEESE (Lan- 
cashire, Accrington) said the history of 
this question of security of tenure was a 
very curious one. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would be able to find some 
way outof the difficulty. He suggested 
that a provision should be put in the 
Education Bill which would give to 
teachers what was really their right in 
this matter. 


Service Estimates. 


Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) said he was 
glad that the important question of the 
evening continuation schools had heen 
raised by the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell. There was scarcely a more 
important question which could be dis- 
cussed at the present time, and it ought 
to be realised how the policy of the 
Government was really injuring these 
schools. He knew there were some who 
minimised the harm that was being done, 
but the fact remained that these schools, 
since the Minute came into force, had 
diminished both in the number of 
students and the work they did, and 
that there was really no available substi- 
tute. He found from the figures with 
respect to Ipswich that the pupils were 
less by seventy-four, the class entries 
were less by 207, and five classes had 
been abandoned. These were facts they 
could not get behind. The right hon. 
Gentleman said, ‘‘ Oh! but these pupils 
go into the technical classes of the Cor- 
poration.*’ As a matter of fact they did 
not go there, and the reason was a very 
simple one which could easily be under- 
stood. The class of lads and girls who 
went into the evening schools were those 
who were beginning to find that their 
elementary education had not been 
sufficient, and who preferred to go back 
to the teachers who taught them in the 
elementary schools rather than to the 
classes of the Technical Instruction Com- 
mittee. It had been proved again and 
again in Ipswich that where these schools 
had been opened the lads and girls 
invariably went back to the masters 
and mistresses who taught them in the 
elementary schools. A few months ago 
at a Council meeting at Ipswich he 
called attention ‘o the fact that there was 
no increase in the number of pupils 
attending the classes of the Technical 
Instruction Committee, although they 


were spending a very much larger sum 
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had been spent in 
The hon. Member for 
Islington had said that they must 
not blame the Government for 
this, because it was not a question of 
Government policy but a question of 
what was legal. On the face of it that 
was the case, but surely if the Govern- 
ment had realised the value of these 
schools, it would have been just as easy 
to legalise and continue them as to adopt 
a policy which would greatly reduce 
their number and ultimately destroy 
them. 


of money than 
years gone by. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint Bor- 
oughs) said he could give the right hon. 
Gentleman particulars of acase in his own 
knowledge where the strain of the duties 
was so great and heavy that the teacher 
ultimately sank under them. The 
doctor had certified that it was owing 
to overwork on Sundays and week days. 
The question of duties was one in which 
teachers were deeply interested, and he 
urged the right hon. Gentleman to take 
it into consideration, with the view of 
making perfectly clear what the duties 
were. 

(6.55.) Str JOHN GORST: With 
regard to the security of tenure of 
teachers, there will be ample opportunity 
of discussing the question of the appeal 
of teachers against dismissal fur non- 
performance of duties, because, if the 
provisions of the Education Bill are not 
sutticient, « clause can be introduced into 
the Bill protecting the teachers against 
wrongtul dismissal. A Bill was brought 
in last year, but it could not be passed. 
There is no occasion to bring ina Bill 
this year, because it is a matter quite 
within the province of the Committee 
on the Education Bill. With regard to 
the question of the wrongful dismissal 
of teachers in secondary schools, I can 
assure the hon. Member for Eye that I 
have discussed it, when I was an assistant 
master myself, before the hon. Member 
was born; and I am quite alive to the 
disadvantage in the profession of teachers 
being liable to dismissal by the arbitrary 
will of a head master. I told the depu- 
tation which came to see me that I 
should be happy to consider any 
practical plan which could be suggested 
to give an appeal. The plan of giving 
Mr. Goddard. 
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an appeal to a governing body does seem 
to me to be a practical plan, but | 
understand that that would not satisfy 
the teachers now. I do not consider that 
an appeal to the Board of Education is a 
practical plan, because I do not think 
the Board of Education is either qualified 
or able to undertake such a task. 


Mr. STEVENSON asked whether the 
right hon. Gentleman would refer the 
matter to a consultative Committee. 


Sir JOHN GORST: I could not refer 
a matter of that kind to a consultative 
Committee. Probably any practical plan 
that is suggested would be submitted to 
the judgment of a consultative Committee, 
but there must be a practical plan before 
we can undertake to move in the matter 
at all. 


With regard to the general discus- 
sion, it has ranged over a considerable 
number of topics, and I have received 
the castigation which I usually receive 
on these oceasions from those who are 
understood in this House to represent 
the elementary school teachers, not only 
for my own shortcomings, not only for 
the shortcomings of my noble friend the 
Duke of Devonshire, but also for those 
of the officials of the Local Government 
Board, of the Judges of the High Court, 
and of everybody who has done anything 
in the country which is considered by 
those gentlemen to be at all detrimental 
to education. I am afraid that we 
cannot at this moment carry the contro- 
versy about the evening schools any 
farther. It is the opinion—an opinion 
which I receive with great respect—of the 
hon. Member for North Camberwell, and 
it is the opinion of the hon. Member for 
Ipswich. that the Government are ruin- 
ing and destroying these evening schools. 
It is the official opinion of the Depart- 
ment that we are doing nothing of the 
kind ; but that, on the contrary, we are 
greatly improving the evening schools. 
I have always told the House that the 
number of entries is no criterion of the 
number in the schools, because, where 
education is free, a person can put his 
name down on the books of a school 
without any trouble at all, and 4 
number of those who enter their names 
never go to the school at all. Some 
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boys go about entering themselves on 
school after school, and really the 
number ot entries is a most uncertain 
test of the number who are actually 
receiving instruction. Then as to the 
number in average attendance, I have 
always said that | do not believe that 
the regulations which the Board of 
Education made last July have in any 
way diminished the number of those 
who go to school merely for the purpuse 
of receiving instruction. Hon. Members 
must wait until the end of the school 
year in order to seeif the accounts show 
whether the one party to the dispute or 
the other is right. 
North Camberwell was rather indignant 
with me because I did not accept the 





information he obtained from the 
country, but he must remember 
that the information supplied to 
hin was obtained from the School 
Boards. who are partisans in this 
matter, and who represent, not the 


judgment of the inspectors or the 
dticials of the Department, who are 
comparatively neutral, but those en- 
gaged in the controversy, and who 
are anxious to show that the Minute 
a July 3rd, is a disastrous failure. I 
have had the opportunity of testing some 
df the hon. Gentleman’s figures, and I 
found them in many cases to be 
absolutely untrue. In the case of 
Fenny Stratford, for example, it was 
represented that the School Board had to 
give up their school because the County 
Council had refused a licence to carry it 
m. J inquired into the case, and found 
this to be absolutely untrue. 





Dr. MACNAMARA: If I said that 
the number in attendance had decreased. 
Idid so on the authority of the clerk of 
the School Board. 


Sik JOHN GORST: [do not for a 
uoment question the hon. Gentleman’s 
om fides. All L say is that I question 
the accuracy of the information he has 
tolleeted. When I came to inquire into 
the case, I found that the school had 
ven carried on by the County Council 
or several years, with the entire 
‘neurrence of the School Board, many 
wembers of which were members of 
the Committee of the County Council 
arrying on the work. And it was 
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stopped with the perfect good faith and 
in the perfect temper of everybody. In 
the matter of fees, the regulations of 
the Board of Education provide that in 
general fees are to be paid, but those 
who propose to establish a school in 
which fees are not to be paid must show 
cause—that is, give a satisfactory reason 
—such a reason as was suggested by the 
noble Lord opposite. No doubt schools, 
especially in poor neighbourhoods where 
it could not reasonably be expected that 
fees could be paid, would be excepted. 
All the conditions for evening schools 
are that some part of the cost shall be 
paid by the locality. Anything like 25 
per cent. paid by subscription, or by fees, 
from the rates, or any other source avail- 
able, will be quite sufficient. 


Service Estimates. 


I think there is some difference be 
tween me and the hon. Member for 
Halifax as to the functions of the 
Board of Education in connection with 
some of these schools. I do not think 
the Department would be justified in 
applying sums of money voted by the 
House of Commons, not too liberally, 


for education to purposes of mere 
tpg 

philanthropy. But this is what many 

persons ask. No doubt it is very 


desirable that Hooligans should be off 
the streets into the schools; but that 
should be done by the local people them- 
selves. I do not think that the cost 
should fall wholly on the Consolidated 
Fund. In the case mentioned by the 
hon. Member for Halifax, when it was 
found that the new regulation of the 
Board of Education was said to inflict a 
hardship on this recreative school, the 
educational part of the work of the 
school was taken up by the Municipal 
Council, and the philanthropic part by 
the residents of Halifax. 1 would re- 
mind hon. Members also that, in respect 
of the grievance about the register, the 
Consultative Committee is responsible. 
These gentlemen are experts, men who 
thoroughly understand the question; 
and for the Duke of Devonshire or 
myself to have taken upon ourselves the 
responsibility of reversing their decision, 
would have been a very strong and very 
high-handed action. I cannot see any- 
thing unreasonable in the regulation 
made by the Consultative Committee 
as to the qualifications of teachers in 
elementary and secondary schools. The 
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pupil teacher centres are analogous to| assure him that the grants for the 
the case of higher-grade schools. The | teaching of art in secondary schools haye 
Board of Education is found fault with | been in existence for a long time, and 
because the School Boards, having done, | the grants now given under new forms 
that for which they had no legal) are only taking the place of the old 
authority, and having been called to| science and art grants. 

task for it, not by the Board of Educa 
tion, which has no power in the matter 
of expenditure, but by the auditor of 
another Department of State over which 
we have no control, and that decision 
having been confirmed by the judges, 
some confusion has arisen. But I can-| gig JOHN GORST: I refer my hon. 
not assume on behalf of the Board any | friend to the Board of Education Act. | 


responsibility in the matter. The Board | think he has overlooked Section 3. sub- 
will act with those centres on the pre-| section 2, of that Act. 
cedent of higher-grade schools, and will | 
not withdraw grants from the pupil | zs ; 
teacher comtres, but. will Brice th a Dr. MACNAMARA sald _ he had 
pay them until the Courts of Law have | received no reply to his Question as to 
positively pronounced whether or not | how it was that, down to November last, 
the expenditure is illegal. I may remind | '€? oreleven weeksafter the starting of the 
hon. Members that the Act passed last | °Y°!D8 school session, the local authority 
session covered the case of the pupil | WS still waiting for the sanction of the 
teacher centres, and every school which | Board of Education. 
has been conducted by a School Board | 
or Borough or County Council without | Siz JOHN GORST: I am told that 
the authority of law may continue. In| the circular which the hon. Gentleman 
the Bill now before Parliament there is | quotes to the Committee was sent out 
a provision for continuing all the licences | in September to most of the schools. 
which are in existence on July 31st of | The case which the hon. Member has in 
the present year until the Education Bill | his mind must have been an exceptional 
is passed into an Act and comes into | one. The schools were all told, quite 
force. ‘Therefore, there is a perfect | early in September, that, where the 
remedy for the difficulty in which School | evening schools were to be carried on as 
Boards find themselves, if they only | in the previous year, sanction would be 
choose to avail themselves of it. " | given, and there is no school, practically, 
in any difficulty as to going on with its 
Dr. MACNAMARA: May I ask| work or left in any state of uncertainty. 
whether that applies to London ? | 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY asked the right 
hon. Gentleman if he could say anything 
about the fees for inspection in secondary 
schools. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Question put. 
Sik JOHN GORST: I am told that) 
it does apply to London. Inreply to the; The Committee divided :—Ayes, 102; 
hon. Member for South Islington, I can! Noes, 181. (Division List No. 177.) 


AYES. 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Sir William Walrond aad 
Mr. Anstruther. 





£1,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope the! the 31st day of March, 1903, for a grant 
hon. Gentleman will allow us to have) in aid of the Revenue of the Island of 
this Vote without further discussion. | Cyprus.”* 


Mr. GODDARD said that only one 
item had been discussed in this Vote, and 
there were many other subjects to which 
attention ought to be called. He did 
not desire to lose the opportunity ot 
calling attention to a class of clerks in 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. GODDARD rose to continue the 
debate on the main Question. 


(9.0) Sir ALBEN ROLLIT said 
he hoped that the House would allow 
him to endeavour to interest it for a 
short time in relation to the affairs of 
the island of Cyprus, as he had promised 
deputations of the inhabitants of Limassol 


the Educatior eps y yer : . 
pos Hace “ D Thee be ~ pees and other towns to bring certain 
Xi 1eTS. ye 10W ; : 

rs matters under the attention of 


twenty-four of these officers who were in 
the Elementary Education Department, 
and fifteen in the Secondary Education 
Department. The salaries were £600 to 
£800 for the senior examiners and £250 
to £600 for the junior examiners. The 


Parliament at any opportunity, as he 
had done more than once previously, 
No doubt, for Imperial reasons, Cyprus 
had been neglected, and even promises 
which had been made had not been 
performed,in some respects in a material 





7 agen ye ved e a = as far degree. But the present Colonial 
Me earn, nese oMcers “ac'\ Secretary had not only _ initiated 


nothing whatever to do with the question | 
of examination. Although they were | 
called examiners—— | 


the principle and practice of colonial 
development, but had said that any 


such peaceful policy would, and 
It being half-past Seven oi the clock, engi to, be remunerative ; and he 
the Chairman left the Chair to make| thought he would be able to show 


|that so far as the policy had gone in 
; ; _ | the case of Cyprus it had proved 0. 

Committee report progress; to sit| While, no doubt, we had great com- 
again this evening. mercial and other interests in the Far 
East, there were interests equally worth 
consideration in the nearer East, and his 
experience in European and Asiatic 
Turkey, in Syria,in the adjacent islands, 
and in the Balkan States, etc., led him 
to attach importance to both political 
influence and trade in relation to those 
neighbourhoods. It was quite time— 
bearing in mind the action of Russia, 
France, and Germany, in relation to the 
development of their trade in Easter 
Europe, where they were outpacing 
as at Damascus, Beirut, Smyrna, and, 
even Constantinople, not only politically, 


his Report to the House. 


EVENING SITTING. 
SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
{[Mr. James LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. 
CIVIL SERVICE ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
Cuass V. 
1. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, ‘‘That a sum, not exceeding 
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but in respect of commerce, railways, 
and public works—that we carefully 
considered our position in regard to 
those districts and to the adjacent 
island of Cyprus. Historically and 
otherwise the island was full of interest 
for the British people, and he was glad 
that a law had just been proposed in 
the Legislative Assembly with the object 
of protecting the ancient monuments 
and other antiquities, which constituted 
such an attraction to visitors and which 
had been much despoiled and removed. 
Ii steamer communications with Egypt 
were more direct, more frequent, and 
more regular he was quite satisfied that 
it would prove of the greatest service 
both to this country and to Cyprus, 
which had constituted an excellent sana- 
torium for our troops from the Soudan, 
and which might also become a popular 
health resort for our army and civilians 
in Egypt, whose Khedive had visited it. 
There was no place better suited for 
such purposes on the shores of the 
Mediterranean, and he was confident 
that if this were done and the resources 
of the island were developed, its export 
trade to Egypt in fresh and perishable 
provisions and in animals, would be 
very greatly increased. And, as to 
animals, Cyprus was especially suited to 
the breeding of mules and donkeys, 
for military and other work. 

He would not again dwell on the 


question of the payment of the 
annual tribute of some £90,000 to 
Turkey. The Colonial Secretary had 


already heard what they had to say 
on that subject, and apparently was 
not disposed to listen tavourably to 
the suggestion for the remission of that 
great incubus, that millstone, but for 
which Cyprus would have a_ large 
surplus revenue, (instead of deficits and 
grants in aid), which could be devoted 
to public works. But still, this tribute 
arrested the development of the island, 
and was a grievance which ought to 
meet with some equitable solution. 
But there was one point on which at 
least he would like to get the opinion of 
the right hon. Gentleman. During the 
last debate on the subject, the Colonial 
Secretary had told him that negotiations 
Were pending for the redemption or con- 
version of the tribute, so as to effect a 
saving of interest, and he did hope that 
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those negotiations would prove beneficial, 
not only to Great Britain, but also to the 
island, and this at no distant date. And 
though obdurate on the question of the 
tribute, and perhaps bound to be more so 
at the present moment of war, he was 
also bound to pay to the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies a tribute of 
deserved praise for the developments and 
improvements effected in the island on 
his initiative. Much of the work had 
already produced excellent results and 
would prove very remunerative, and he 
hoped that the experience gained would 
induce even further extensions of the 
policy in the near future. He could 
imagine some hon. friend asking what 
was the use of the island to this country 
and declaring that the acquisition of it 
had been a mistake. There might be 
some force in the latter suggestion, 
but we took the island under certain 
conditions for Imperial considerations, 
and while we remained there we had a 
duty to perform to the inhabitants 
whose affairs we were administering. 
He ventured to say Cyprus was an 
object lesson in the value of the plan of 
colonial development, and amply justified 
both the Colonial Secretary and Parlia- 
ment itself. What had been done and 
its results were a credit to Britain and 
a profit to Cyprus, and there was thus 
a mutual interest. Cyprus was an agri- 
cultural country dependent almost en- 
tirely upon a proper supply of water. 
The rains, though as a general rule 
adequate in most parts of the island, 
sometimes failed at the necessary 
physiological moment, that of the 
formation of the grain, and the results 
were droughts and disasters, owing 
largely to deforestation and waste of 
water in the sea, due to the physical 
configuration of the country. These 
evils, however, might be counteracted 
by the means which the right hon. 
Gentleman was helping to promote. 
While last year there was an abundant 
harvest of wheat, barley, carobs, 
and feeding stuffs, this yea” a consider- 
able portion of the island had _ been 
threatened with drought, though now 
the danger was over and most parts had 
been saved; and, where such was not 
the case. relief works would be com- 
menced, and advances of seed-corn 
would be made on a plan which had 
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answered well, viz., that of making such | 


advances repayable in kind plus one 
quarter for the use. And, thanks to the 
arrangements made by the right hon. 
Gentleman, afforestation was taking place, 
including mulberry planting for the silk 
trade. ‘lhere was now a better supply of 
water, storage and irrigation works had 
been carried out, and the result was that 
something like 100 square miles of the 
island had been placed in a much better 
position than had ever been experienced 
before. It was too early, he was told, to 
say absolutely what all the results of the 
experiment might be, but, so far, there 
was every reason to hope that they 
would be attended with success. These 
works had been largely completed in 
Messaoria, in the great central plain, 
where between 4,000 and 5,000 acres of 
drained and irrigated State lands were 
now ready for sale; and, just now, some 
5,000 acres of wheat in Messaoria had 
been practically saved by these irriga- 
tion works. There had also been advances 
in other departments. Roads had 
been i:proved, means of communication 
were facilitated by substantial, if plain, 
bridges spanning formerly destructive 
torrents; the public health was studied, 
and altogether the condition of the in- 
habitants was being materially improved : 
the various districts were now made 
readily responsible for some new road- 
making and new sanitation every year, 
and in these works both the rural and 
municipal authorities were co-operating ; 
while the population was, like the 
revenue, rapidly inereasing. Then, in 
regard to the railways ; when he was at 
Nikosia, he was told by Lieutenant 
Pritchard, R.E., who made the surveys, 
that no great engineering difficulties had 
to be encountered so that a satisfactory 
system could be established to tap, which 
was essential, the irrigated central plain 
lands and connect them with the port 


of Famagusta, and he hoped with 
Larnaca and Limassol, as both with 


the capital. As to the harbour of 
Famagusta, which was to have been a 
great naval base, he did not think any- 
one would deny that it might be made 
a commercial harbour possessing great 
advantages, though there were some 
also in favour ot thus adapting the 
salt lake at Limassol. And he was glad 


to see by the Cyprus Gazette that the’ 


Sir Albert LRollit. 
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Colonial Secretary had approved the 
Famagusta Harbour Plans and directed 
tenders to be obtained by the Crown 
agents. In cultivation, considerable im- 
provement had been effected, and steam 
cultivation even had been introduced, 
and if the case of finely cut fodder could 
be met the effect of this and of deep tillage 
in so fertile a land, when only scratched by 
the ancient plough, must be enormous. 
Trade in wine and raisins, etc., was 
good, and in the former, some of them 
at the London Chamber of Commerce 
had been glad to help, which was ac- 
knowledged in the official Report of the 
island. The wheat was good ; the bar- 
ley suitable for malting; and carobs 
were largely exported to Hull for feeding 
stuffs, the difficulty being to get bottoms 
for surplus products. Silk manufacture 
had been improved by the importation 
of better eggs ; vine treatment had been 
extended; and planting and nursery 
work largely effected. Trade with the 
island was practically all British (except 
in shipping, which was shared with us 
by France and Austria), and it only needed 
encouragement to be very largely ex- 
tended. One method of encouragement 
might be the establishment of a British 
agricultural bank in the island, for 
which there was a demand, and there 
was need for more co-operation and cdl- 
lective agricultural systems and methods. 
A Government savings bank had just 
been founded. 

Next he came to the only point 
as to which he had given notice of 
an Amendment, and even this point 
perhaps he might not have to press, in 
view of the fact that he would probably re- 
ceive from the right hon. Gentleman assur- 
ances which he had given him personally, 
and which would render it unnecessary. 
He referred to the means of communica- 
tion—passenger, and postal, and freight— 
with and from the island. The system in 
vogue in the past had been to make short 
mail contracts, the last of which ended in 
October, 1901, since which the postal 
communications had been at most 
irregular and long intervals. ‘This 
was most inconvenient and injurious 
to intercourse and trade, and to 
the establishment of hotels, and 
travellers were consequently deterred 
from visiting the island. Great loss 
was thereby entailed, and exports to 
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Egyptian markets were prevented, and 
he hoped the right hon. Gentleman, 
hearing in mind the strong feeling which 
existed on the subject among all classes, 
would endeavour to give them direct 
regular steam Communication with Egypt 
and the Syrian Coast. He was sure the 
inhabitants of the island were deeply 
grateful to the right hon. Gentleman for 
the improvements he had already effected. 
and he urged him to end injurious 
parsimony by securing regular weekly, 
quick, and good __ boats. He con- 
eduded by saying that public education 
was making progress. All the non- 
commissioned officers and most of the 
troopers of the zaptieks were now liter- 
ates, many speaking English and other 
languages, and this would make more 
useful to them their visit to the Corona- 
tion, Where they would be welcomed. A 
Bill for improving elementary education 
was now hefore the Legislative Assembly, 
and, though differences of belief were 
more marked than here, there was no 
rdigious difficulty, save that of filling 
up the Arch-episcopate, a deadlock which 
had lasted two years, which was mis- 
chievous, and ought to be ended. But, 
unfortunately, men would fight for re- 
ligion, die for religion—anything but live 
jor religion. He had only now to ask 
the Colonial Secretary whether the 
tithe in olives had yet been replaced by 
an export duty, as was proposed; and 
whether it could not now be arranged 
that part of the wharfage dues might 
now be appropriated locally to improving 
the ports. And, finally, he expressed 
what he believed was felt generally in 
the island, viz., gratitude to the Colonial 
Secretary for all he had done and had 
promised to do. Better, the elected 
(ypriote members of the Legislative 
Assembly had themselves put this on 
record, as appeared by the Cyprus official 
op Any British statesman might 
well be proud of such a work and of 
sich grateful appreciation. Some towns- 
nen might still agitate for union with 
Greece, and try to impress the villagers ; 
wut the Mohamedans thought dif- 
rently, and many of the idealists had 
begun to realise that the best policy 
Was to concentrate effort upon real 
ogress rather than give way to a 
*ntiment which was at least premature. 
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But all were loyal and appreciative of 
what had been done for themselves and 
for the benefit of their country. 


(9.28.) Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said he was very glad 
that the hon. Gentleman had had an 
opportunity of raising the question of 
Cyprus, because it was one of the Colonies 
in which they were greatly interested, 
although it was now on a totally different 
basis from that on which it was annexed. 
Thevarious descriptionsoftheisland which 
used to be heard, the representations as to 
its value as a place of arms, as a naval 
station, and as a place of influence in the 
Mediterranean, had now ceased to be 
drawn; but from a different point of 
view they had all come to take a keen 
interest in the position of Cyprus, and 
the prosperity of that island. He thought, 
at all events, whatever might have been 
the original anticipation with regard to 
Cyprus, and despite the fact that Lord 
Salisbury himself had confessed that, in 
their dealings with Turkey in regard to 
that and other matters, they had put 
their money on the wrong horse; and, 
notwithstanding they were now agreed 
that the island was of no value as a 
military or naval station, that yet it was 
generally felt that at all events it was a 
permanent part of the British Empire, 
and he was quite sure that no section in 
the House or the country would desire 
to hand it back to Turkey. Some years 
ago the question was raised of handing 
it over to Greece ; but he was quite sure 
that anyone who had studied the question 
would recognise that it was equally im- 
possible to hand it over to Greece for 
nationa] reasons. That being the case, 
they had to look at Cyprus as a going 
concern, and as a British concern. The 
hon. Gentleman said that a considerable 
number of promises had been given to 
the inhabitants, and he rather implied 
that they had not, until lately, at all 
events, been fulfilled. He was not aware 
what these promises were, and it seemed 
to him that the Cypriotes had nothing to 
complain of. He did not believe that 
they welcomed British occupation when 
it was first established, but he did not 
think that there was any individual in 
the island now who desired that it should 


be handed back to Turkey. 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON saidthat Lord 
Wolseley’s promises were, ashe recollected 
them, promises of personal liberty and 
justice, andthey had been entirely fulfilled. 
Cyprusas an island had not deteriorated 
in any way, but had benefited by British 
occupation. He was very glad to acknow- 
ledge to the full the work which the right 
hon. Gentlemanthe Colonial Secretary and 
done for Cyprus, and he was also very glad 
that the people of Cyprus acknowledged 
it themselves; but though they were 
grateful for past favours they also 
desired further favours to come, which 
perhaps was only human nature. 

The hon, Gentleman referred in- 
cidentally to the question of the tribute 
In previous discussions on Cyprus, the 
tribute loomed very largely, and_ it 
was urged that it was, to a large extent. 
a millstone round the necks of the 
Cypriotes. The right hon. Gentleman 
said a year or two ago that he would 
do his best to see how far the tribute 
might be capitalised, with a view, if 
possible. to its reduction. He himself 
confessed that he could not see how, in 
existing circumstances, the tribute 
could be reduced. It might be capitalised 
or otherwise manipulated, but he did not 


think that the people of the island 
themselves would gain either from 
capitalisation or manipulation. He 
could not, however, understand the 


argument that the people in the island 
had any cause for complaint. ‘They had 
to pay tribute before the occupation, 
and he thought everyone would admit 
that paying tribute to Turney was a 
very different thing to paying the same 
amount to England, as it was quite 
certain that the tribute under the old 
conditions of collection cost the islanders 
a vast amount owing to the exactions 
of the Turkish officials. So far as this 
country was concerned, it in no sense 
benefited by the tribute ; and as far as 
he could see, the only people who gained 
by it were the French Government, 
who were saved the trouble of getting, 
or possibly net getting, something like 
£40,000 a year from Turkey. At the 
same time it should not be forgotten 
that the amount, whether it be right or 
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excessive, was fixed by a treaty which it | 
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was impossible for Great Britain jp 
good faith to break, unless Turkey 
agreed to it. That being the position, 
the tribute being a fixed charge. and 
Cyprus being now a permanent part of 
the British Empire, the question was 
what could be done to improve her 
position. The Colonial Secretary had 
more than once urged the development 
of some of the undeveloped Colonies, 
He for one had never dissented from that 
policy, but had given practical assent to 
it by voting for every such proposal oj 
the right hon. Gentleman. He did not 
know, however, whether, considering 
the very heavy burdens of Cyprus, the 
right hon. Gentleman had not undertaken 
a little too quickly and a little too 
heavily the work of dev a in some 
parts. The right hon. Gentleman origin. 
ally based expenditure in Cyprus on the 


ground that there would be a good 
return for the money. He believed that 
that was a sound business principle, 


and he was very glad when the right 
hon. Gentleman proposed a loan to help 
Cyprus, as it had been a great advantage 
not only to the island, but to the British 
taxpayer. It so happened that when he 
was in office the island was in a very 
prosperous state, and for two years he 
did not find it necessary to propose 
any grant in aid. Then, unfortunately, 
came not only bad harvests, but what 
was worse, a great fall in prices, followed 








by the further loss when the Freneh 
markets were practically closed to the | 
Cyprocites. The Government of which 
he was a member did not go to the 
extent to which the right hon. Member 
had gone, because with reference to 
many of the matters which had_ been 
referred to, such as public works, irri 
gation, and forestry, they had to cut 
their coat according to their cloth, a 
popular opinion was not then as pro- 
nounced in favour of a policy of colonial 
development as it now was. But they 
did something towards beginning some 
of the elements of development to 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
given such large scope. 



















He was sure the right hon. Gentle 
man would be the first to admit that 
with regard to colonial matters, where 
no Party questions arose, there ought 
to be continuity of policy at the 
Colonial Office. That being so, he was 
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prepared to very heartily join in the | 


congratulations which had been offered 
tothe right hon. Gentleman for what 
he had done with regard to the develop- 
ment of Cyprus. It was quite clear that 
in regard to forestry, irrigation, roads, 
and bridges considerable development 
had taken place, and a considerable 


advance had been made in the material | 


prosperity of the island. The hon. 
Gentleman referred to two matters on 


which he desired further information. | 
As to the creation of Government banks, | 


he confessed he had some hesitation re- 
garding that matter, and he should very 
much like to hear what the right hon. 
Gentleman had to say regarding it. 
He was afraid that if that policy were 
adopted, they would have to incur great 
risks. With regard to the other matter 
mentioned by the hon. Gentleman, 
namely, increased means of communi- 
cation, especially with Egypt, for the 
distribution of the produce of Cyprus, 
he would certainly support it, and he 
thought that if the money which had 
been voted could be applied in that 
direction, it would be a good way of 
furthering the development of the 
material prosperity of the island. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
give the matter his best attention. The 
tight hon. Gentleman, in the course of 
a previous debate, said that the Cyprus 
loan was not only desirable in order to 
develop the country, but that he trusted 
it would give a considerable stimulus 
to individual effort. He should like to 
know how far that expectation had 
been fulfilled, and how far local effort 
had been stimulated. 


Tuk SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Are you alluding 
to irrigation ? 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he was 
referring especially to irrigation, butalso to 
any other public works. He remembered 
that one of the difficulties of the previous 
Government in dealing with these 
questions was that under the original 
agreement with Cyprus no 
taxation could be proposed 
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vote any further taxation, and the 
Government did not at that time see 
way to make any considerable 
grants to the island. He hoped, how- 
had 
passed away, and that the right hon. 
Gentleman had been able to receive that 
local support which his efforts deserved, 
not only from the locality concerned, but 
He ventured to 
make these remarks to the Committee 
because he desired to associate himself 
with the efforts of the right hon. 
Gentleman, which as far as private in- 
formation went, had been singularly 
successful, and were founded on true 
business principles. 
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*(9.46.) Mr. PIERPOINT( Warrington) 
said he desired to refer to one or two 
matters mentioned by the hon. Member 
for South Islington. The hon. Member 
asked the Colonial Secretary a question 
with reference to steamboat communica- 
tion with the island. He should like to 
impress on the Committee the fact that 
that communication was made especially 
difficult because of the necessity of Cyprus 
conforming to the strictest possible 
quarantine regulations of the Turkish 
Government. If Cyprus did not carry 
out these regulations, which were 
practically the same as for the Turkish 
{mpire, it would be quarantined against 
Syria. The hon. Member for South 
Islington also asked a question with 
reference to the condition of Cyprus as 
regarded leprosy. Although there had 
been for centuries leprosy in Cyprus, he 
thought that Cyprus was less afflicted 
with that dreadful disease than the 
Greek Islands, and certainly than Syria. 
The hon. Member for Poplar said very 
rightly that there should be continuity 
of policy at the Colonial Office, but there 
had fortunately been a break in the 
policy with reference to Cyprus when his 
right hon. friend the Colonial Secretary 
came into office. Generally speaking 
nothing had been done for the island 
since 1878 until his right hon. friend 
went to the Colonial Office. The Party 
opposite did one thing for the island ; 
they gave it a Parliament which was a 
questionable benefit, and which did not 
result in any practical gain to the 
island. The hon. Member referred to 

2A 
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the island as a British colony. He rather hard that Cyprus should be ex. 


wished it was a British colony, but it 
was neither one thing nor the other. At 
present it was technically a part of the 
British Empire, it was under the British 
flag, and was governed by a British 
High Commissioner ; and yet the people 
of the island could not claim to be 
subjects of His Majesty the King. If it 
were made a real integral part of the 
British Empire, not only would the 
people of the island possess those 
advantages which naturally accrued to all 
who could clam the protection of the 
Union Jack, but they would feel them- 
selves more settled, the tenure of 
property would be stronger than it was, 
and the island would benefit in every way. 
He did not know why Cyprus should 
remain as it was, At present it was 
neither inside nor outside the British 
Empire, and was the only British posses- 
sion in such a position. 


The hon. Gentleman said he was not 
aware that any promises had been 
made. He did not suppose his hon. friend 
meant promises set forth in a treaty or 
agreement, but the hon. Gentleman must 
know that promise after promise was in- 
volved in the speeches made at the time 
of the cession in 1878. The hon. Gentle- 
man must know perfectly well that the 
Cypriotes were led to expect that Cyprus 
would be a place d’armes, and that there 
would be a naval station there, all of 
which would lead to the expenditure of 
large sums of money. Had that money 
been ever spent in the island ? At present 
a single company of soldiers formed the 
whole garrison, and he believed that the 
highest military officer in the island was 
a simple captain. If he remembered 
aright, the promise made by Lord 
Wolseley was that nothing would be 
neglected which would make the island 
in the future happy and prosperous, but 
nothing in that direction was attempted 
until his right hon. friend came into 
otfice. As to what had been said regard- 
ing the irrigation of the island, he en- 
tirely agreed that that had been of the 
greatest benefit. He did not know pre- 
cisely how much money had been spent 
on irrigation, but he thought the amount 
was about £60,000. In the Colonial Loan 


Bill £314,000 was named as the loan for | 


Cyprus. That loan 
rate of 3 per cent., and he thought it 
Mr. Pierpoint. 


was to be at the! 


pected to pay 3 per cent. interest con- 
sidering the enormous amount of money 
the island had contributed to the 
Guaranteed Turkish Loan. The total 
average revenue of Cyprus might be 
taken at £180,000 a year; he believed 
the revenue for the last completed year 
was £215,000, but the average over 
twenty-two years was £180,000. The 
tribute absorbed nearly £93,000, of which 
more than £81,000 was paid for interest 
on the 1855 Turkish Loan. That loan 
was guaranteed, jointly and severally, by 
England and France in 1855. In 1875 
the Porte defaulted, and for some time 
considerable trouble existed in getting 
the interest paid. In 1878 it struck some 
ingenious person that the money which 
had been accumulating in Cyprus should 
be taken to discharge the money that had 
been advanced by England and France, 
and that in future the interest on the 
1855 Guaranteed Loan should be paid 
out of the Cyprus tribute. The total 
revenue of the island for twenty-two 
years was, roughly speaking, £3.971,600, 
and the total amount of the tribute 
during that period was £2,041,600. 
We had made grants in aid to the 
amount of £660,000, and if that amount 
were compared with the tribute we had 
received it would be seen that the two 
items were singularly disproportionate. 
The right hon. Gentleman had stated 
that Cyprus could not get rid of this 
tribute, because it was under a treaty. 
He thought himself, however, that, had 
France not been concerned, arrange 
ments might have been made to gt 
rid of the tribute for ever by means of 
ready money, and he could not see why 
this country should take upon. itself 
the obligation of paying France's debt. 
In 1855 France deliberately entered 
into this joint guarantee. Under the 
present arrangement we paid Cyprus 
on an average in grants in aid £30,000. 
and received from Cyprus nearly £41,000 
for its share in this liability under the 
1855 loan, or a net sum of £11,000 to 
this country. whereas France made a 
net sum of £41,000. A further point 
was with regard to the surplus of this 
money which had accumulated since 
1878. That surplus now amounted to 
nearly £200,000. That was actually lying 
in England invested, and the interest 
accumulating, it being supposed to bea 
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sinking fund for the 1855 guaranteed 
loan, yet, although we had all this 
money, Which had been raised out of 
the taxation of Cyprus, in our own 
hands, when we lent money to Cyprus 
3 per cent. interest was charged. He 
hoped the Colonial Secretary would 
take these matters into his considera- 
tin. The right hon. Gentleman had 
shown himself favourably disposed to 
our—he was going to say derelict 
colonies, and he hoped he would be 
even more favourably inclined in the 
juture. Two years ago, the right hon. 
(entleman, speaking with regard to the 
Transvaal war, used the expression, ‘‘ We 
ak no ransom; we exact no tribute.”’ 
The remark was particularly applicabie 
to the question under discussion. We 
exacted no tribute, but the effect was 
the same—the tribute was exacted ; and 
he ventured to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman whether, if the Convention 
of 1878 concerned New Zealand or 
‘anada, he would try to enforce the 
treaty by which New Zealand or Canada 
vould have to pay one-third of their 
revenue every year to be spent else- 
where. 
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*(10.3.) Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE 
Bristol, E.) said that if the hon. Member 


4 vho urged that Cyprus should be made a 


we Tarmes had been as well acquainted 


Gvith the island as he was. he would 





Bite country made that impossible. 


ave known that the conformation of 
The 


w country from May to October was 


ytfectly untenable for British troops, 
qid the summits of the Tréados range 


{mountains froin October to March or 


} pri! was impassable on account of snow. 


“Mr. PIERPOINT said he did not 
ivoeate Cyprus being made a_ plave 
he smply stated that the 


arMes 5 


qromise had been given that it should 
490 made. 


“Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSEsaid that 
‘nother reason for not making it a lace 
‘mes was that Parliament would never 
nsent to spend a million of money on 
‘rritory which was not, and never would 
“technically and legally ours. Therefore, 
both financial and military grounds, 
"was impossible to conceive any Govern- 
“nt at any period placing a large 
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garrison of British troops in Cyprus. 
He understood that the harbour of 
Famagusta wax being converted into a 
commercial place of refuge, and that in 

_the course of the operations the interest- 
ing walls which surrounded the old 
city had been broken down and taken to 
Alexandria. He hoped that that was 
not the case, because the city of Fama- 
gusta was an exceedingly interesting 
place from an antiquarian point of view. 
The point raised with regard to 
steamer communication was an impor- 
tant one. The long period occupied by 
postal communication between London 
and Cyprus was a great bar to the 
commercial development of the ‘sland, 
and which, having regard to the excess 
revenue of Cyprus, ought to be removed. 
We were giving £16,000 in aid of the 
tribute, and a very small additional 
grant in aid of a postal subsidy would 
repayitself. He understood thatthe public 
lands had not been completely surveyed, 
and that theirarea was still doubtful. ‘hat 
was a matter of considerable impor- 
tance to the internal administration 
of the island, and should be determined 
as soon as possible. He also thought 
that tie mule-breeding capacity of the 
island might, to the advantage of the 
inhabitants and ourselves, be st'mulated 
and encouraged, because, according to 
Lord Wolseley’s pocket-book, the mules 
of Cyprus could bear a burden half as 
large again as any other mules with 
which that authority was acquainted. 
On the question of administration, 
the loan was £60,000, in round figures 
while the total income was £215,000. 
That amount bore no relation to the 
amount urban authorities in this country 
might borrow on the security of the 
rates, and he thought the loan in this 
case might be considerably increased 
without loss of security. In regard to 
afforestation, much had already been 
done. but much more might be done, 
and he hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would give his consideration to the 
points which had been raised. 


(10.12.) Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) 
asked the Committee to consider what 
value this country obtained for the 
expenditure of £640,000 already in- 


curred, and for the £30,000 now being 


voted. The territory was 
2 A. 2 


technically 
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and legally a portion of the Turkish 
Empire, and the inhabitants, who, 
according to the Encyclopedia Britannica, 
were mainly Greeks and Turks, were 
Turkish subjects. At the end of 
twenty-two years, the total value of 
the imports and exports of the trade 
of Cyprus with this country amounted 
to only £137,000 a year, and for that 
this country was paying at the rate of 
about £30,000. That being the case, it 
was really surprising that English 
Members, at a time when the bread of 
the poor was being taxed, should support 
this Vote of £30,000 to an island whose 
inhabitants were Turkish subjects, and 
also press for the expenditure of more 
money on irrigation and afforestation. 
He suggested that, instead of the 
Government of the island being subsidised, 
Cyprus should be treated as Cuba had 
been treated by the United States—that 
the people should be given their in- 
dependence, and allowed to make their 
own arrangements with regard to the 


tribute. At any rate, he could not see 
that this country benefited by the 
expenditure here proposed, and he 


begged to remove the reduction of the 
Vote by £500. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘“That a sum, not exceeding £500, be 


granted for the said service.’’ — (J/r. 
O'Mara.) 
Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 


Chorley), who was indistinctly heard, 
ssid he wished to bear his testi- 
mony to the immense care taken by 
the Colonial Office in drawing up its 
contracts for the preservation of 
antiquities and curosities in the island 
of Cyprus. He only wished that other 
Departments would follow the example 
set by the right hon. Gentleman. He 
had read in the papers that there was a 
danger of Cyprus losing some of its 
antiquities and curiosities, and he hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would be able 
to tell them something about those 
proposals. He thought it was the duty 
of the Commissioner of the island to 
see that those antiquities were carefully 
and properly preserved. 


(10.23.) Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: [| 


think the Colonial Office would be very 
ungrateful if it failed to 


Mr. O'Mara. 
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appreciate | 
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what has been said by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite who have spoken in praise of 
the progress made and the increased 
prosperity of Cyprus. Certainly our 
efforts have been most fully recognised, 
and we will take what has been said as 
an encouragement to do more in future, 
1 think it is a satisfactory thing, when 
complaints are made sometimes of too 
much money being spent in trying to 
improve and develop our colonies, that 
now, with regard to Cyprus, coinplaint 
is made that we have not spent enough. 
I am not inclined altogether to object 
to that, for I should like very much if 
we could go still further in the direction 
indicated. It would be a mistake for a 
great country not to let out its money 
for a certain time, and that is the only 
reason why these matters should be 
undertaken by the public and not by 
private individuals who cannot lie out 
of their money. ‘There should be an 
undertaking that the guarantee would 
last. I am glad to accept the very 
favourable account given by my hon. 
friends the Member for South Islington, 
the Member for Warrington, and the hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. It is quite true 
that more might still be done; but there 
seems to be no doubt whatever that the 
state of the island is in a very much 
better position since it came under our 
occupation, and I see no reason why 
that should not continue. It is quite 
true that we desire to see intelligent and 
energetic men taking an interest in the 
island. 

We have done something to remove the 
duties complained of, with good results. 
As to the locusts [ cannot say that we 
shall be able to entirely avoid that 
danger in future, but I may say that 
every possible arrangement has been 
made to deal with it. Some of the sub- 
jects alluded to are matters chiefly for 
the consideration of the Legislative 
Council. They have been brought tothe 
notice of the Governor and of the 
Council, and I am in hopes that chang’ 
will be made which will have the effect 
of improving the complicated system 
which we are gradually reforming. 4s 
to the olive tithe, that also is under 
consideration, and, generally speaking, | 
may say we have made very great 
changes in the incidence of taxation, and 
we have very much lessened the cost 0 
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the collection of taxes in the island. I 
ought to say a word about the statement 
made by my hon. friend opposite, that 
the original anticipation with which the 
iskand -vas taken has not been fulfilled. 
The original anticipation, I think, was a 
little vague, and it would be rather 
difficult, at the present time at any rate, 
tosay precisely what that anticipation 
was. But whatever it was, the circum- 
stances have entirely changed since, and 
whatever arrangements were made in 
anticipation, whether they were made in 
view of reforms which were demanded 
and hoped for in Asia Minor or not, 
[am sorry to say that they have not 
been accomplished. 

But undoubtedly the arrangement, or 
promise, or anticipation, or whatever you 
may call it was of a reciprocal character, 
and under existing circumstances there 
can be no possible ground of complaint, 
inasmuch as the original conditions have 
not been fulfilled I should deplore 
any statement made in this House 
by the friends of Cyprus, as 
misleading to the island and as doing 
harm to their cause, to the effect that 
such promises cr anticipations as were 
held out to them had not been fully and 
amply justified. They were not moved 
in the slightest degree by any suggestion 
that in certain circumstances there might 
bea British garrison or a British fleet 
there, but they were moved by their 
natural desire to escape from the Govern- 
ment of the Turk, and, independently of 
the material benefits to which allusion 
has been made, they have since enjoyed 
equal justice, absolute honesty in the 
Government, and a great share in the 
government, of which they were always 
previously deprived. These things in 
themselves justify their desire, and | 
think also fully justify the work which 
we have carried out. Some of my hon. 
friends are much interested in the 
antiquities of Cyprus. I wish very much 
the inhabitants of Cyprus were equally 
interested in them. 

_My noble friend the Member for 
Chorley says the inhabitants are deficient 
in public spirit. It is quite possible in 
this House to proposea grant in aid of 
money for the benefit of the inhabitants 
oi Cyprus ; I wish it were also possible 
‘o propose a grant in aid of public 
spirit. 
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pressed upon the Council and the in- 
habitants of Cyprus the importance to 
themselves of preserving these interest- 
ing memorials of their past, but they 
have failed utterly to accept any sugges- 
tions we have made to that effect. ‘The 
museum especially has been allowed to 
suffer and almost disappear from this 
island, and many curiosities of the 
island have been in greater danger of 
being lost to civilisation than if they had 
been transported, however irregularly, to 
some European country. But we are 
fully aware of the desirableness of altering 
this state of things as far as the inhabi- 
tants themselves will support us in doing 
it. We have authorised a grant for a 
museum, and the introduction of a new 
law which should give to the authorities 
the power of purchasing all the curiosities 
and antiquities which may be discovered 
in the island, whereas up to the present 
they have only had power to obtain one- 
third. Therefore we have moved in the 
direction desired by my noble friend. 


1 think I can add nothing to what I 
have said as to the preservation of the 
ancient wall, which was a subject of 
anxiety to some  antiquarians in 
this country when it was proposed 
to improve the harbour of Famagusta. 
With regard to the harbour, surveys 
have been made, and, I believe, the 
tenders are out; at all events, the Crown 
agents have authority to receive tenders 
and the work will be almost immediately 
begun. We think it prudent to allow 
the railway from Famagusta to Nicosia 
to wait fora yearor two, until the 
harbour has been constructed. A sug. 
gestion has been made for the creation of 
a bank in Cyprus—a “land bank ” it has 
been described in this House. That is 
not a matter for the Government. I am 
not prepared, although | wish in every 
way to develop the island, to establish a 
Government bank for agricultural or 
other purposes. But we are prepared to 
give every encouragement we can for 
the establishment of such an institution. 
We have been negotiating with private 
individuals, and | think there is a pro- 
bability that such an institution will be 
established. What is of much greater 
importance is the communication with 
Cyprus. I agree with the hon. Member 
for Islington upon that point, and I 
admit that he is absolutely correct in 
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saying that under the contract with the 
Austrian Lloyd the communication with 
Egypt has been of « most unsatisfactory 
and irregular character. We are now 
engaged in securing—we shall secure— 
a regular weekly service between Cyprus 
and Egypt. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE asked 


whether they would be British vessels. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am de- 
lighted to accept that as at all events 
implying that the hon. Gentleman would 
support the Government with regard to 
subsidising mail and postal services to 
secure that they are given entirely to 
British lines and not to foreign lines. I 
appreciate very much the opinion of the 
hon. Member on this point, which | hope 
exists on both sides of the House, and | 
trust it may be possible to make a begin- 
ning in this direction in the case of 
Cyprus. Of course, if we cannot get 
British vessels Cyprus must not go 
without on that account. Still, I agree 
with the hon. Member that, even if it 
costs a little more money, postal services, 
between British protectorates at any rate, 
should be carried in British vessels. 

Then, a great deal has been said upon 
the subject of irrigation, to which 1 
have myself attached great importance. 
The House was good enough, at my 
instigation, to allow a loan of £60,000 to 
try experiments in this direction. The 
works are fully completed, and I am 
glad to say that, so far as the en- 
gineering part of the scheme is con- 
cerned, they are a great success and 
are likely to give all the accommo- 
dation wuich we anticipated from them. 
But I must say that up to the present 
the result has been a little discouraging. 
owing to the backwardness of the popu- 
lation of Cyprus. Having called out for 
irrigation. now that irrigation is there 
they are loth to take advantage of it. 
Although when drought comes they will 
be very glad to take immediate advan- 
tage of the irrigation which we can then 
supply, they are not ready to do, what 
it would pay them very well to do—take 
the water even in times when there is no 
drought. That larger supply would enable 
them very greatly to increase their culti. 
vation. All the people of Cyprus, in- 
cluding the leading members of the 

Mr. 


J. Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 
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Legislative Assembly, are fully aware oj 
this, and of the difficulty which it 
causes, and are prepared to deal with jt 
by fresh legislation which will enable 
them to lay an irrigation tax in all the 
districts capable of being supplied by 
the wells. The moment that is done we 
shall, by a little gentle pressure, compel 
the inhabitants to take advantage of the 
irrigation which is being supplied—com- 
pelled, as I say, with the full congent of 
their own representative Council. ]j 
that difficulty is passed it will justify, | 


think, a very considerable extension of 


the experiment, and other works may be 
adopted. This would in itself justify 
much of the expenditure which has al- 
ready been incurred, and I may tell the 
hon. Member opposite that surveys have 
been made, and plans are in the course of 
preparation, for further irrigation works. 

I think I have now dealt with the 
different points of detail, but I have not 
said anything about the subject which 
the hon. Member for South Kilkenny, who 
has moved the Amendment to this vote, 
but is not now in the House, has referred 
to. Heis the one exception to the chorus 
of congratulation which has given me 
so much pleasure. J am aware that the 
hon. Member represents colonial critic- 
ism in that quarter of the House. I can 
only say that with the help of the £n- 
cyclopedia Britannica he has managed to 
occupy a certain amount of the time of 
the House, but he has failed to give any 
original information to the House ; and 
if he adheres to his Amendment I hope 
he will not be supported by any very 
large number of Members. But there 
are two questions which are always raised 
upon this Vote upon which I must saya 
word or two. One is the question ot 
the tribute. On all occasions when this 
question of Cyprus is raised my hon. 
friend the Member for Warrington and 
I have an amiable difference with regard 
to the position of Cyprus in connection 
with the tribute, and I always regret 
that my hon. friend puts the case 50 
strongly, because it encourages the 
people to consider themselves ill-uscd 
individuals, whereas they are, on the 
contrary, extremely fortunate indivr 
duals. They would no doubt be better 
off if they hed no tribute to pay, but it 
was not we who imposed the tribute 
upon them. We tvok over the islaré 
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subject to the tribute, which they | advantage tothe peopleof Cyprus. They 
would have had to pay whether we, would still have to pay £90,000 a year, 
took it over or not. Now, instead of | and they would have no interest what- 
paying £90,000 a year, they only pay on | ever in what became of that £90,000 a 
the average £60,000, which is a reduc- | year. 

tion of one-third; and they also have 
the advantage which they gain from the | 

fact that the taxation for thetributeisnow *Mr. PIERPOINT was understood to 
collected honestly without any additions say that his contention was that the 
made by the extortionsof thetax-collector, amount might have heen capitalised and 
which under Eastern methods very the annual payment so got rid of. 

often amount to more than the tax 

itself. Therefore, I say the Cypriotes 

have nothing whatever to complain of. Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That is a 
My hon. friend appears to think it a hypothesis, and an argument for which 
hardship that we should ask them to there is not the slightest foundation. 
pay 3 per cent. for the loan we have Does my hon. friend really suppose that 
made to them; but we ask them to pay if Cyprus had remained a possession of 
no more than we ask the greatest cor- Turkey his clients would have been freed 
poration in this country to pay for a from tribute ? 

loan obtained under similar circum- 

stances. I confess | do not agree with 

him, and I think his speech is a little *Mr. PJIERPOINT said he meant to 
ungrateful to the British taxpayer and say that if we had not mixed France up 
the British Parliament, which is doing with this tribute, but had retained, as 
so much for the Cypriotes in allowing we had undoubtedly the legal power to 
them to have money at this extremely retain, this money, Cyprus being a part 
low and reasonable rate. This tribute is of the Turkish Empire, we could have 
a tribute due to Turkey, which would arranged matters with Turkey for a 
have to be paid to Turkey whatever comparatively small sum of money. 
happened. If we, for instance, were to 

follow the advice of the hon. Member for 

South Kilkenny, and give them their in- | Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: My hon. 
dependence—for which, indeed. they have friend might have been able to do that, 
never asked—what would be the result ? but we could nut. But that is absolutely 
The Turks would immediately re-enter irrelevant. If we could get rid of the 
into possession. ‘The case of Cuba is tribute to-morrow, if we could settle 
rather different. In the case of Cuba, with Turkey and France, that would not 
the country interested, Spain. has aban- touch Cyprus. Cyprus would have to 
doned all claim, but Turkey has not | pay in any circumstances, and what 
abandoned all claim to Cyprus. On the becomes of the money afterwards does 
contrary, it is a part of the convention | Rot matter in the least to Cyprus. We 
that if at any time we desire to get rid tried some years ago very hard to do 
of the bargain it is to Turkey that the exactly what my hon. friend suggests we 
island goes back, and we have no power should do—to get some capitalisation 
whatever to secure its independence or of the sum by which the annual pay- 
hand it over to any third Power. My ment would be reduced; and we made a 
hon. friend always mixes up a matter | proposal which I think would have been 
which is absolutely irrelevant to the | advantageous to Turkey. But that 
issue. He mixes up the fact that the| would not have helped Cyprus in the 
tribute has been applied, not by us. but least. It would only have helped this 
by Turkey, to the purpose of paying the | country, for at present we are paying 
interest on the guaranteed loan. ‘That | £30,000 a year of the tribute ourselves, 
is a separate negotiation altogether. | and we could have saved that. The 
Suppose it had not been applied to that | Cypriotes would not have been in the 
purpose, it would make no difference, | slightest degree advantaged by that 
and it would not be of the slightest| circumstance, unless, indeed, out otf 
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its generosity the House of Commons 
had chosen to make a larger grant 


{COMMONS} 
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| ships of war? We had Malta, and unless 
| Cyprus was going to be of service in the 


than it has made up to the present | event of war he doubted whether the 


time. A suggestion has been made 
tonight that this 
transferred to Greece. Even if an inter- 
national agreement could be arrived at 
to that effect, I doubt whether there 
would be any general agreement on the 
subject in Cyprus. Is it likely that if 
the island were transferred to Greece, 
Greece would be in a position to make a 
grant of £30,000 a year? It would not, 
therefore, affect the question of tribute. 
They would have to pay the tribute 
exactly the same as now, and the only 
difference would be that they would 
have a poor country comparatively as 
their protector instead of a rich and 
strong country. I do not see from a 
material point of view how it would 
benefit. There is another point which 
ought to be remembered. There is a 
very large Mahomedan population whose 
opinions are altogether opposed to any 
such transfer. I do net think that any 
change in the oceupation of the island 
could be possible; and we have only to 
pursue the course in which we are 
already engaged, and which has justified 
itself so far, according to the general 
testimony of those Members of the House 
acquainted with the circumstances of 
the island, and which I am encouraged 
to believe, from what has been said to- 
night, the House is willing to pursue even 
to a larger extent in the future. 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) 
said that the occupation of Cyprus 
had cost the British taxpayer £630,000, 
and when the Committee considered 
that there were many useful purposes at 
home for which money was required, 
they had a right to ask whether the 
island was worth what the administration 
cost. He helieved the people of the 
Highlands of Scotland had reason to 
complain that, while their wanis were 
neglected, money was being spent to 
improve the condition of the Cyprivtes. 
The island was of no service to us at 


present, but he wanted to know whether | 
it would be of any service to us in the | 


event of our being engaged in war. 


Was there any protection there for our | 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


‘but pretty hard squeezing. 


island was worth holding. He believed 
island might he | 


we would have to depend on Malta, and 
that alone. The Colonial Secretary had 
talked about the increase in the produc. 
tion of olives, anda number of minor 
things ; but the Report stated that unless 
water could be provided by means of 
irrigation schemes the country was not 
likely to prosper. ‘The right hon. 
Gentleman said that after irrigation had 
been carried out we would apply some 
gentle pressure, and that every one in 
the irrigation area would have to pay 
for water, whether he wanted it or not. 
What did the right hon. Gentleman mean 
by gentle pressure? In British Central 
Africa the Colonial Secretary went in 
for a little gentle pressure. He changed 
the hut tax from 10s. per hut to 
10s. on each adult inmate of a hut. 
He would not call that gentle pressure, 
The right 
hon. Gentleman gave no indication of 
the size of the harbour to be constructed 
at Cyprus. It would be of precious 
little use unless it was large enough to 
receive ocean-going steamers like those 
of the P. and O. line. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that we were making 
progress, but he failed to see where the 
progress was. His opinion was that we 
were really making no progress at all. 
The police charges in Cyprus amounted 
to 2s. per annum for every man, woman, 
and child. He should like the Colonial 
Secretary to look into the figures, 
because that was surely an outrageous 
charge in a place where there was no 
great amount of crime. He was afraid 
there was jobbery of some sort. He 
hoped that some arrangement would be 
made whereby we could reduce the 
large amount of tribute which was paid 
every year. 
(11.3.) 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 30; 
Noes, 199. (Division List No. 178.) 
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Heath, James (Statfords, N.W. 
Helime, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hobhonse, C E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Hope,J.F.(Shettielu ,Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jessel, Captain HerbertMerton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Keswick, William 

Langley, Batty 

Lawreuce, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJo-ephF. (Accringtun 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 
, Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Hon. SirJohn Elion | 
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O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniei 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Alfred(Glamoryan,E.) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorg’n, Gower 
Weir, James Galloway 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. O’Maraand Mr. Doogan. 


Macartney, Rt. Hn. WG Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 

Maclver, David (Livergvol) 

Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 

M'Calmont,Col. H LB(Cambs. ) 

M‘Crae, George 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Manstield, Horace Rendall 

Martian, Richard Biddulph 

Milner, Re. Hn. SirFrederickG. 

| Moon, Edward Kobert Pacy 

| Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArchurH. A.(Deptiord 
Mount, William Artour 
Myers, William Henry 

New diate, Francis Alexander 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 

Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 

| Pease, J. A. (Saifron Walden) 

| Pemberton, Jolin S. G. 

| Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkingtoa, Lt.-Col. Richard 

Pretyman, Ernest George 

Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 
tasch, Major Frederick 
Rateluf, R. F. 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
tigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Kt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 

Roberts,.Samuel (Shettield) 
tobson, Wiliiam Snuwdon 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Kollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
topner, Colonel Robert 

Round, James 

| Royds, Clement Molyneux 

| Ruther'ord, John 

| Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 

Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 

Seeley, Charles Hilton (Lineoln 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 

| Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 
| Sinclair, Louts (Romtord) 

| Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
| Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 

| | Stanley, KdwardJas. (Somerset 

| Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry N ‘apier 

| Taibot, Lord E. (C ‘hichester) 


Carne 
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Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thom-on, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
‘omlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Toulmin, George 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC EH (Shetfield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 


White, George 


Whitley, J. H. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 
2. £133,225, to complete the sum for 

Telegraph Subsidies and Pacific Cable. 
3. £40,000, for Cretan Loan. 


Resolutions to be reported. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £277,570, | 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete | 
the sum necessary to defray the charge | 


which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 


of March, 1903, for the expenses in | 
connection with His Majesty's Embassies, | 


Missions, and Consular Establishments 


abroad, and other expenditure charge- | 


able to the Consular Vote.” 


*Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, Saff- 
ron Walden) said he wished to raise on this 


Vote once again the question of slavery in | 
Any one who had followed | 


East Atrica. 
the course of events in East Africa must be 
aware that the Consul General there, 


Sir Charles Eliot, had made a favourable | 


impression, and that he was an able 


administrator; but so long as slavery | 


existed under the regulations adopted by 
the Government, the Committee 
justified in raising a protest against the 
continuance of that system. It 
difficult to apportion the blame between 
the officials in East Africa and the 
Government of the day, but many 
Members on both 
believed that it was a disgrace that 
slavery should exist under the Union 
ack, and thought that the time had 
come when the Government should take 
some more decided steps than they had 
done with the view of terminating 


{COMMONS} 


Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
Webb, Colonel Wiliam George 


White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, Genge(York,W.R.) | 


Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Osmond (Merivneth) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durhimn, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


was | 


was | 


sides of the House | 
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Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 

| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. Gecrge 


(Norfolk) 


(Halifax) 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES ~ 
Sir Willian Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


slavery in East Africa. The First Lord 

'of the Treasury in 1897 had given a 
pledge to extend to the mainland the 
reforms carried out in the island of 
Zanzibar; the pledge had been repeated 
by Lord Curzon and the present Secretary 
of State for War in subsequent years, 
when they represented the Foreign 
| Office, but that pledge had not been 
_redeemed. In fact, only last year the 
Government appeared to have adopted 
a different system, and were almost pre- 
pared to reverse the policy pursued in 
the island of Zanzibar. What he com- 
plained of was that the regulations 
which were imposed with regard to freed 
slaves in East Africa were such as 
actually to make the position of a iree 
man worse than that of the slave himself. 
When the slave became a free man he 
lost the regard of his master, and had no 
'one to turn to in times of difficulty. 
He also lost his companions, and all the 
associations with which he had _ been 
brought up. In the words of one of the 
officials he lo-t all the material advan- 
tages which had been his as a slave. and 
found himself almost a pariah and alone 
In the world. The Arabs obtained the 
abour of these freed men three days a 
week in return for the house and land 
on which they lived. 3) dividing the 
slaves into two sections the Arabs got 
the soil cultivated six days in a week and 
|never paid any wages for labour. He 
was informed that there was no obliga- 
tion under the regulations that these 
freed men should receive any wag:s at 
all; and it was found that under the 
regulations nearly every woman became 
a prostitute. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY _ 0+ 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
| CRANBORNE, Rochester): Is the hon. 
|Gentleman speaking of the island fof 
Zanzibar or of the mainland ? 
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*Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE said he was 
speaking of the islands and of the regu- 
Jations imposed by Sir Charles Eliot. In 
January last he had asked the noble Lord 
whether the freed slaves were compelled 
to sign contract, and whether they 
would be allotted to work for 
pirticular employers against their 
will; and the noble Lord had _ told 
him across the floor of the House that 
he must have been misinformed. He was 
not misinformed, and he would give the 
noble Lord a particular case. In November 
last a freed slave, named Ufunquo, was 
not allowed to build a house by friends at 
the mission station interested in his 
emancipation. What did that mean 
but that a freed man could not get 
vtmployment from the master he desired 
to serve, and what will this man and his 
fellow negroes think of the advantages of 
freedom! The whole system which had 
been set up by the officials at Zanzibar, 
with the complicity of His Majesty’s 
Government, was to make freedom less 
popular than slavery. The consequence 
was that there had been a_ steady 
dimunition in the number of slaves set 
tree. Out of 25,000 negroes in Pemba, 
5,000 were freed under the decree of 
April, 1897, but last year only 240 were 
treed. One of the officials had written a 
letter home saying that the system of 
signing contracts was to be discontinued, 
but a gentleman who had just come 
back trom East Africa, Mr. Duckworth, 
who sat for the Middleton division, and 
who expressed a high opinion of Sir 
Charles Eliot, said that, from the in- 
vestigations he had made there, he 
believed it would be a kindness to the 
Arabs themselves if the Government at 
once declared all, slaves free. He said 
that in the event of rain failing to fall 
the negro population rushed to the 
towns, and the Arabs taking advan- 


tage of their necessities refused to 
part with them unless compensation 


was paid, as if they were legally held 
slaves. 

Though cruelty no longer existed, 
and the standard of the people had 
improved, yet the slow progress of the 
slave population becoming free was pre- 
judicial to the interests ot East Africa as 
i whole. The missionaries on the spot 
declared that any immediate method 
would be better than the present system 
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adopted by the Government, which only 
promoted immorality, and permitted the 
existence of slavery in the coast strip 
under our administration, and the buy- 
ing and selling of slaves in the Hinterland 
of the East African Protectorate. He 
had a letter in his hand from Bishop 
Tucker of Uganda, written on the 26th 
April last, in which he said that the 
statement that neither in theory nor 
practice slavery existed on the coast strip 
or the island was not an accurate 
description. The buying and selling of 
slaves was, the Bishop was convinced, 
very far irom extinct in the East African 
Protectorate; and Sir Charles Eliot's 
views were due to ignorance, because he 
had not been far enough from the coast 
to know what was going on. No one 
knew the condition of things better than 
Bishop Tucker, and when he said that 
the buying and selling of slaves was 
permitted, that was a matter which the 
Government ought to take into considera- 
tion. The decree of April 18, 1876, for- 
bade the introduction of fresh slaves into 
the territories of the Sultan of Zanzibar ; 
but, according to Bishop Tucker, after a 
test case had been taken before two 
assessors, Sheik Mahomed Bin Karsim 
and Sheik Nasur Bin Karsim, local 
lawyers, the law was interpreted so that 
actually nine-tenths of the population 
on the coast strip were now illegally held 
in bondage. The penal code in India 
had been applied to the territories of the 
Sultan of Zanzibar. In that code any 
one who detained any person as a slave 
was liable to imprisonment for seven 
years. Well, all those who were 
cognisant of these men being held as 
slaves were morally, if not technically, 
liable to that penal punishment. But 
the officials out there seemed to ignore 
this illegality, and the Government at 
home ,upheld it, or connived at it. When 
a Question was asked by the Hon. Member 
for Honiton last March of the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs as to when 
this system was going to terminate, the 
noble Lord said in fifteen years, adding 
that he was not in favour of undue 
precipitaney. All along in connection 
with East Africa they had had to 
wring from the Government little 
concessions in favour of the slave 
population, and they had had to com- 
bat the fearful anticipations of the 
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Government as to the results of 
emancipation. Dr. William Wilson, a 
missionary, who had just returned 
from Madagascar, in a speech delivered 
last month, said that the emancipation 
of the slaves in Madagascar had proved 
to be good, not only for the slaves, but 
for their masters, and that all the 
antivipations and prophecies as to the 
evil results which would follow sudden 
manumission of the slaves had broken 
down. Nothing but good had resulted 
from the sudden release of the slaves, 
brought about by able administra- 
tors like M. Laroche in Madagascar, 
Sir Frederick Lugard in Nigeria, and 
Lord Cromer in Egypt, in emancipating 
the slaves at once, and there was no 
reason why the same should not be 
done in Kast Africa. He knew that 
the Government excuse was that they 
must look after the interests of the 
Arab masters, and that if they freed 
the slaves at once, compensation would 
have to be paid. Well, some time ago 
the Colonial Secretary said that the 
Government would find the money for 
compensation, rather than there should 
be a continuance of slavery under the 
British flag. Why did not the Govern- 
ment, therefore, get rid of it at once, 
even if some compensation were 
necessary! What had been the result 
of the present system? During the 
last thirty years the population had gone 
down. In the islands of Zanzibar and 
Pemba it had been reduced from 400,000 
to some 7,000 and the slave population 
had fallen from 270,000 to 53,000. The 
islands had not been developed as they 
ought to have been. Settlers could not be 
expected to go and cultivate the soil 
unless slavery was abolished. There 
was no system of payment of wages. 
Wages were not paid even to the freed 
men in the islands, and as long asaslave 
population existed, no proper system for 
the payment of wages would be found. 
Forced labour and free labour never 
succeeded side by side. Free labour had 
always proved more productive than 
forced labour, and if the Government 
would only completely free the slaves 
by abolishing the legal status of slavery, 
there would be a rapid development of 
progress on the islands as well as on 
the coast strip. The Government were 
Mr. Joseph A. Pease. 
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largely responsible for the present con- 


dition of things in East Africa. He did 
not want to unfairly or unnecessarily 
blame Sir Charles Eliot, who had 
only recently gone out there, but he 
believed that if he recommended the 
abolition of slavery, the Government 
would be bound to carry it out. He 
did not desire in any way to make a 
Party question of slavery, but he felt he 
could only place pressure on the Govern- 
ment by dividing the House, and there- 
fore, asa protest against the continuance 
of slavery in East Africa, he begged to 
move, formally, that this Vote be reduced 
by £100. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That asum, not exceeding £277,470, be 
granted for the said service.’”—( Jr. 
Joseph A. Pease.) 


*(11.34.) Sin CHARLES DILKE(Glou- 
eestershire, Forest of Dean) said he desired 
endorse all that had fallen from his hon. 


friend. In the most recent issue of 
that very valuable publication on 


Comparative Legislation which had the 
advantage of the supervision oi the 
Clerk of the House the question 
of the legality of the position to which 
his hon. friend had alluded was 
discussed, and the competent writers 
who discussed it conclusively established 
the illegality of that position. He 
thought that the whole question of 
British East Africa, apart from Zanzibar 
and Pemba, might be more fittingly dis- 
cussed on another Vote, but as his hon. 
friend had raised the question as being 
under the general supervision of the 
Consul-General in Zanzibar, he wished 
entirely to endorse what his hon. iriend 
had said with reference to the illegality 
of the position. There was another 
complaint against the government In 
Zanzibar which he desired to mention. 
That government was in the habit of 
classing Canada under the title of 
America, along with the United States and 
South and Central America in their ‘Trade 
Returns. The Committee which sat last 
session on steamship subsidies brought 
out that extraordinary fact, which he 
thought was well worth the attention ot 
commercial Members of the House. He 
did not know what possible answer could 
be given to that complaint. The trade 
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of Zanzibar with America had shown a 
very large increase, but when it came to 
he examined, it was shown that that 
increase did not as a matter of fact come 
from the United States at all but from 
(Canada. He did not know who was 
responsible. The Foreign Office stated 
that it was the administration at 
Zanzibar, but surely the Foreign Office 
controlled the trading regulations of 
Zanzibar, and should take care that such 
things should not continue. He hoped 
if it were not corrected already, it would 
be corrected immediately. He merely 
wished to draw attention to that extra- 
ordinary fact and to endorse what had 
heen said by his hon friend. 


Lord EDMUND FITZMAURICE said 
thaton thediplomatic Votebeforethe Com- 
mittee there was, amongst other items, 
the salary of the British Ambassador to 
the United States, and this coincidence 
might well provide the occasion for 
referring to the great loss which had 
befallen this country by the death of 
Lord Pauneefote. He would not take 
up the time of the Committee by repeat- 
ing the facts contained in the able and 
interesting obituary notices which had 
appeared in the Press of this country 
and the United States, and of foreign 
countries. in all which full justice 
had been done to that eminent man, 
and to the great services he rendered, 
which had been recalled to their 
memories. But the Committee should 
not separate without some word being 
said by those who, like himself, had had 
the advantage of serving with Lord 
Paunecefote. He noticed in one of the 
telegrams from the United States that 
day that a tribute had been paid to him 
by an eminent American statesman, Mr. 
Olney, who said of him— 

“A well-trained and admirable lawyer, he 
had the judicial temperament, could see both 
sides of a question, and could fully appreciate 
arguments not favourable to the contention it 
was his duty to espouse.” 


Those were words which admirably 
expressed the chief and pre-eminent 
characteristic of Lord Pauncefote—his 
great power of appreciating, not only 
the arguments on his own side, but also 
those which he had to meet. It was to 


that judicial faculty, which he possessed 
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in addition to the ordinary arts of the 
diplomatist, that a very great portion, 
he believed, of his successes were due. 
Lord Granville had himself told him 
that, although it had been to his 
advantage to have had under him other 
eminent men, he could honestly say that 
there was no man to whom he felt he 
owed a greater debt of official obligation 
than he did to Sir Julian Pauncefote. 
Those were words of very high praise, 
and he felt sure that hon. and right hon. 
friendsof his who had had the advantage 
of serving with Lord Pauncefote would 
agree with him in saying that it was a 
great advantage and privilege to have 
served with him, and that there was no 
man who did not feel that he had learnt 
a great deal from him, and especially 
for a reason which he might allude to 
at this time when they heard so much 
of the necessity of developing imperial 
obligations. The fact that Lord Paunce- 
fote had his original training at the 
Colonial Office before he went to the 
Foreign Office gave him an unusual 
breadth of view and an intimate know- 
ledge of foreign questions, not only from 
the point of view of the trained diplo- 
matist, important as that point of view 
was, but also from the point of view of 
our great Colonial Empire. He hoped 
the Committee would forgive him these 
few observations, and would not think it 
unnatural for him to make them, be- 
cause it was his privilege to serve several 
years in the Foreign Office with Lord 
Pauncefote before his distinguished 
career as a diplomatist abroad began 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said that as 
he nad also served with Lord Pauncefote, 
perhaps he might be allowed to add one 
or two words to what had been said by 
his noble friend. Lord Pauncefote was 
a man of the greatest power of mind. 
He never entered upona subject without 
mastering it, and what struck those 
who had to do with him was the com- 
plete knowledge which he acquired of 
every topic with which he had to deal. 
He had what diplomatists seldom 
possessed, not only a mastery of all the 
arts of diplomacy, but also great legal 
knowledge and a firm grasp of legal 
principles. With that he was the most 
sincere and candid of colleagues and the 
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most genial and kindly of friends. 
Having been twice in the United States 
during the time in which Lord Paunce- 
fote was Ambassador, he would like to 
be permitted to say that he did not 
think there had ever been in our time 
any representative of this country 
abroad who had more completely gained 
the confidence and won the respect of 
the people among whom he served. He 
never had an opportunity of asking or 
hearing the opinion of any American 
statesman or publicist with regard to 
Lord Pauncefote without hearing the 
warmest appreciation of his uprightness, 
sincerity, ability, and perfect truth. It 
was those qualities, coupled with the 
great natural simplicity and kindness of 
his nature, which made him obtain a 
position of so much influence in the 
United States, and it was fitting that 
the Committee should be made aware 
that the better relations which had so 
happily subsisted between this country 
and the United States for some years past 
were due not a little to the confidence 


which Lord Pauncefote’s character 
inspired. 

*(11.48.) Lorp CRANBORNE: It 
has not been my lot, as it had 


been that of previous Under Secretaries 
who have spoken tonight, to have 
served in the Foreign Office when 
Lord Paunceiote was a member of it, 
but his reputation there is very great. We 
cannot but feel that in the loss we have 
sustained, the country is the poorer 
by the loss of its greatest diplomatist. 
He had served this country through 
many important moments in our 
relations with the United States. Some 
of them were anxious, some of them 
were of the friendliest character; but 
in all he seemed to have acquired that 
greatest art of the diplomatist—the art 
of winning the regard, and | may say 
the affection, of the people among whom 
as a diplomatist his lot was thrown. 
] think I may say that a large measure 
of the friendly feeling which exists at 
this moment between ourselves and the 
United States may be laid at the door 
of Lord Pauncefote. 

I shall have only a_ very few 
minutes to reply to the observations 
of the right hon. Gentleman the 


Mr. Bryce. 


{COMMONS} 
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Member for the Forest of Dean and 
the hon. Gentleman opposite. With 


regard to the right hon. Gentle 
man’s criticism of the form of the 
trade returns of Zanzibar, I think 


it is hardly fair to attribute every- 


thing that takes place .n Zanzibar 
to the British Government. We “are 


undoubtedly the protecting Power, but 
Protectorates are of many degrees. In 
some cases they differ only in name 
from absolute sovereignty, but {that 
is not the case in Zanzibar. There is 
there a distinct autonomous Govern- 
ment, exercising all the functions of a 
Government ; and we are, in a measure, 
no more than a supervising and con- 
trolling Power. I quite admit. however, 
that the criticism of the right hon. 
Gentleman as to the form of these 
returns is just, and, of course, it will 
be set right, and the necessary directions 
to secure that will be given. As regards 
slavery, I do not think I have a great 
deal to add to the remarks I made in 
rep'y to the hon. Gentleman last year. 
He has repeated, if I may say so with 
great respect, a great deal of what he 
said last year. As far as ] know, there 
has been no kidnapping in Zanzibar. 
The hon. Member may have heard of 
a case, and if he will bring it to our 
notice it will be inquired into; but as 
far as we know, there has been no case 
of kidnapping in Zanzibaror Pemba. No 
doubt, misdeeds may occur in the best 
governed countries; it is impossible to 
prevent people doing wrong, but if 


they do wrong, and are found out, 
then, of course, they are heavily 


punished. As to the ordinary attack 
delivered by certain hon. Gentlemen 
against what they call the continuance 
of slavery under the British flag, the 
hon. Gentleman has mixed up, in hope- 
less confusion, the state of things existing 
on the islands and the state of things 
existing on the mainland. Anyone not 
familiar with the subject, and hearing 
the hon. Member, would imagine that 
people were compulsorily kept in bondage 
in Zanzibar and Pemba. ‘The hon. 
Gentleman knows perfectly well that that 
is not the case. Asa matter of fact, no 
man need remain a slave in Zanzibar or 
Pemba an hour longer than he pleases. 
He has only to go to a court and demand 
emancipation. 
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*Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE said his case 
was that the regulations imposed in the 
islands made slavery more popular than 
freedom ; and that was the reason why 
people did not apply for emancipation. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: I do not know 
what the hon. Gentleman means. A 
earn his own living. 


man has to 


] have never contended that, in all 
respects, the life of a free man is as 
happy as the life of aslave. As a matter 
of fact, in many respects the free man is 
not so happy as the slave. The slave has 
certain rights as against his master in 
respect of maintenance, of being looked 
after when he is ill, and so forth, which 
make his position in some respects better 
than that of a free man. No regulations 
which the Government can impose can 
relieve a free man from the necessity of 
earning his livelihood; and as a matter 
of fact the comfortable condition of many 
of the slaves in Zanzibar has militated 
against emancipation ; but tat is not the 
fault of the Government. Then the hon. 
Gentleman said that another great evil 
He told 


us, with great truth, that the result of 


had followed on emancipation, 


emancipation in the case of a large num- 
ber of women was to enormously increase 
prostitution. That is perfectly true, but 
itis not the fault of the Government. 
No regulations we could make could 
prevent such a result, except that we 
might delay the process of emancipation. 
I confess when the hon. Gentleman 
called attention to these undoubted evils 
which follow on emancipation, I was 
surprised to hear he was in favour of 
total and instantaneous emancipation. 
Do not the very arguments he himself 
has addressed to the Committee lead us 
to conelude that we want to do these 


things with a certain degree of delibera- 
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tion, and that certain precautions ought 
to be taken before emancipation is finally 
carried out ? 


*Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE: I feel 
sure the noble Lord will pardon another 
interruption, and does not wish to mis- 
represent me. My point in regard to 
the existence of immorality on the 
islands was that it was attributable to 
the conditions due to the institution of 
slavery, and that it was within the 
knowledge of every white man who 
visited the place that the prostitution 
which prevailed there was the result 
of slavery and not of freedom. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: 


responsible for slavery. 


We 
It was there 


are not 


when we got there, and produced a 
degree of demoralisation, of which pr sti- 
The hon. 


Gentleman complained of the way in 


tution is one of the results. 

which free labour was treated. He said 
that even afree labourer was not allowed 
to choose, after emancipation, where he 
wouldwork. Thereissome foundation for 
that charge. Undoubtedly the case men- 
tioned by thehon. Gentleman didoceur. but 
it is not fair to say that what was done was 
done with the cognisance and approval 
On the 
contrary, it was at once pointed out 
by the 


of His Majesty’s Government. 


responsible official's superior 
that it was an improper proceeding. 
The reason why emancipation has dimin- 
The 


who had 


ished is patent on the face of it. 
of the 
been badly treated by their 


greater part slaves 
masters 
have already been emancipated. and 
many of those who remain slaves are 
happy as they are. I should be very 
glad if slavery were entirely abolished, 


and [ can assure hon. Gentlemen that 
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the desire of the Government 
and always has been, to see the end of 


slavery. 


on the is!ands, as 


We are glad it is already ended 
far as the 


{COMMONS} 


is now, (11.57.) 


: Noes, 123. 
Govern- 


ment are concerned. and that it is draw 


’ 


ing to an end on the mainland, 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Abraham. William (Rhondda) 
Blake, Edward 

3uxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P.C. 

french, Peter 

Fitzm: % e, Lord Edmond 
Fuller, J. M. F 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Acland-Hood.( ‘apt. SirAlex. F. 
Arson, Sir William Reyneil] 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh ©. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfcur, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichae Hicks 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 

sond, Eaward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, gg James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Cham berlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington,! Spencer 
Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohbnCharlesReady 


| MacNeill. 


AYES. 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Nerval Watson 
Lambert George 
Layland-Barratt, 
Leamy, Edmund 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
John Gordon Swift 


Francis 


| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


| M‘Killop, W. 


M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kean, John 

(Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morton, Edw..J. C.(Devonport) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
(Y Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

O Connor, James(Wieklow, W ) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


NOES. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, ‘I. L. (Down, North) 


Cranborne, Viscount 
Dalveith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Diekson, Charles Scott 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Fellowes. Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gordon, J. (Londonderry. 8.) 
Gorst, ht. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gretton, John 
Hamilton, Rt Hn Lord G.(Mid’x 
Hanbury. Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James(Staffords., N.W. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hope, J. F.(Shetlield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, H2ywood (Sussex) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 


( 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 59; 


(Division List No. 179.) 


O'Mara, James 

Pease, Herbert Pike Darlington 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Rigg, Richard 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, Rt, Hn C.R.(N rtlnts 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, David Alfred(Merthy: 
Thomas,J A (Glamorg’n, Gow 
Thompson, F. W. (York, W.R) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R} 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Joseph A. Pease and 
Mr. Norman. 


Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legee, Col. Hon. Heneaze 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,s 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald.J. (Portsmouth 
Macedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David, (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W 

M’ Arthur, Charles (L iverpool) 
orm James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh.) 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Fre jerickG. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. A.( Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pilkington, Lieut-Col. Richard 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Rankin, Sir James 
fasch, Major Frederic 
Ratelitf, R. PF. 
Renwick, George 


Carne 
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Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

koyds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 


Stroyan, John 


Talbot, Lord E. 


{26 May, 1902} 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Thornton, Percy 


Service Estimates. 662 


Webb,Colonel William George 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
(Chichester) Wilson-Todd,Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 
M. Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


s:ott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sinclair. Louis (Romford) 

Smith, H.C(N’rth’mb. Tyneside 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset) 


[It being after midnight, the Chair- 
man left the Chair to make his Report 


tothe House. 


Resolutions to be reported tomorrow ; 
Committee also report progress ; to sit 


gain tomorrow. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(LICENCES) (IRELAND) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee). 


(Mr. James LowtHer (Cumberland, 


Penrith) in the Chair]. 


Mr. ULANCY (Dublin Co., N.) said 
that the Amendments he desired to move 
He had 


from 


were all agreed Amendments. 


not heard of opposition any 


quarter. He begged to move in Clause 
2, line 12, after ‘‘ hundred ’’ insert “‘and 


two.” 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. (CLANCY said he wished to move 
in Clause *2, line 16, after ‘‘liquors’”’ 
insert ‘‘or railway refreshment room.” 

VOL, CViIL [FourTH SERIES.] 


Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hali 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 


Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES — 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) said he 
thought the proceeding was irregular, 
and that it would be better if the 
Amendments to the Bill appeared on 
the Paper. He 


report progress. 


begged to move to 


Mr. CLANCY said that the Amend 
ments were inserted to make sense of 
the Bill. 
measure, including the Chief Secretary, 


All who were concerned in the 


were in favour of it. 


Mr. TOMLINSON said that if the 
Amendments were required to make 
sense of the Bill, it was better that they 


should appear on the Paper. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 
that surely the hon. Gentleman would 
not prevent the Bill being passed. It 
was a very small measure, and it had 
before the 

The 


been House for twelve 


years. Amendments were all 


agreed Amendments, and it did seem 

hard that they could not get a few 

minutes after midnight to pass a Bill 

which every section in Ireland favoured. 
2B 





663 Adjournment of 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | 
LAND (Mr. WynpHAM, Dover) said of | Tunbridge) said 


course the hon. Member was entitled to. 
press his objection, but he wished to} 
point out that the measure was approved 
by the magistrates of Ireland and by the | 
Government. 


{COMMONS} 





the House. 664 
*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
the Bill was an 


agreed measure, and he hoped hon. 
Members would permit it to pass. He 
did not object to the Irish Bill. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: No Irish Member 


has objected. 


Mr. TOMLINSON said he thought 
the Amendments should be put down 
The House ought to be 
master of its own business, and know 


on the Paper. 


what it was doing. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said every Irish- 
He did not 
know if the hon. Gentleman had ever 
been in Ireland or cared a groat about 
the country, yet he, an English Conserv- 


man approved of the Bill. 


ative Member, got up to block a small 
Irish Bill like this. 


Mr. JOHN GORDON (Londonderry,S.) 
said he hoped the hon. Gentleman would 
assent to the view of all Members from 
Ireland, which was also the view of the 
Chief Secretary, and allow the Bill to 
The which were 
being introduced would not prejudice 


pass. Amendments 


any section of the community. 


Mr. TOMLINSON said he would not 
press the matter, but at the same time 
he wished to protest against such a 
method of doing business. 


Mr. WEIR asked what were the pro- 
visions of the Bill. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN aid 
that it was brought in to regulate 
certain almshouses at Yardley, and had 
the approval both of the Charity Com- 


_ missioners and of people on the spot. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) asked what county was concerned. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN: Wor. 
cestershire. 


Objection being taken, the Second 
Reading was deferred till Wednesday. 


LIGHTING OF PUBLIC CLOCKS 
(LONDON) BILL. 
SECOND READING. 
Order for Second Reading read. Ob 
jection taken. 


Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea) said that 
the object of the Bill was to enable the 


new Borough Councils to have the power 


Bill reported ; as amended, to {be con- 
sidered upon Wednesday. 


YARDLEY CHARITY BILL. 


SECOND READING. 


Order for Second Reading Read. Ob- | 
jection taken. 


which was possessed by the Vestries of 
lighting public clocks at a reasonable 
cost. He hoped hon. Members would 


permit the Bill to pass. 


Objection being taken, the Second 
Reading was deferred till Friday. 


Adjourned at half-past Twelve 
of the Clock. 
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HOUSE 
Tuesday, 27th May, 1902. 


COMMONS. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 


VNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

: Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

? Report from one of the Examiners of 

> Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

.case Of the following Bills, originating 

‘inthe Lords, and referred on the First 

? Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 

: not previously inquired into, and which 

‘are applicable thereto, have been com- 

: plied with, viz. :— 

Bristol Water Bill { Lords]. 


- Medway and ‘Thames Canal Bill 
5 | Lords]. 
> Neweastle-upon-‘Tyne Corporation 


Vramways Bill | Lords]. 
tenfrew Harbour Bill [Lords]. 
Rhymney Railway Bill | Lords. | 
> South Eastern and London, Chatham 
: and Dover Railways Bill [Lords]. 
Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads 


Bill [Lords], 





: Ordered, That 
> second time. 


the Bills be read a 


» PROVISIONALORDER BILLS (STANDING 
ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COM- 
y PLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 





: Report from one of the Examiners of 
: Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on 
: the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
‘ Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. :— 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Housing of Working Classes) Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill. 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill. 


Ordered, That the 
second time tomorrow. 


Bills be 


read a 


VOL, CVILL [FOURTH SERIES.” 
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Petitions. 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO STAND- 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, no Standing 
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| Orders are applicable, viz. :— 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 3) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 10) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 11) Bill. 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill. 

Pilotage Previsional Order Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time tomorrow. 
TYNE IMPROVEMENT COMMISSION 
BILL [Lorps]| (KING’s CONSENT SIGNIFIED). 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments, 


LEAMINGTON CORPORATION BILL, 
LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN RAIL- 


WAY BILL, 
NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BLLL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petitions against: From Battersea and 
Brighouse ; to lie upon the Table. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 

BILL. 

Petitions for alteration: From Hanwell; 
Westhoughton; Horwich; and Glyn 
Ceiriog ; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Greenwich ; 
Battersea; Clapham; Blackburn; and 
Bristol ; to lie upon the Table. 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 

SUPERANNUATION BILL. 

Petition from Dewsbury, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 

2C 








667 Returns, 
LONDON WATER BILL. 
Petition from Twickenham, against 
(praying to be heard by Counsel) ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LONDON WATER BILL. 
Petition from Twickenham, in favour 
of the direct representation of the Metro- 
politan Bo oughs upon the proposed 
Water Board; to lie upon the Table. 
MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against: From Brighton; 
Gainsborough ; Hemswell; and Beccles ; 
tolie upon the Table. 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL. 
Petitions in tavour: From Brighouse 
and Bridgend: to lie upon the Table. 
HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
Petition from Brighouse, in favour: 
to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC 


RATING OF LAND VALUES. 
Petition from Peebles, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY 
IN IRELAND. 

Petition from Fraserburgh, against 
establishment; to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 

SUNDAY BILL. 

Petition from Battersea, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 

VARATHANWNTHAJEF, RY VIJAYO 

SAHIB. 

Petition of Ry Vijayo Varathanwn- 
thajee Sahib, for redress of grievances ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
MODEL SCHOOLS (IRELAND). 
Return [presented 26th May] to be 
printed. [No. 190.| 


POLICE (COUNTIES AND BOROUGHS, 
ENGLAND AND WALES). 

Copy presented, of Reports of His 
Majesty's Inspectors of Constabulary for 
the year ended 2%th September, 1901 
{by Act}; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 191.| 


{COMMONS} 
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BOARD OF AGRICULTURE (AGRICUL. 
TURAL KETURNS). 

Copy presented, of Agricultural Re. 
turns for Great Britain, with Statistics 


for the United Kingdom, British 
possessions, and toreign countries for 


1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


MILITARY EDUCATION (COMMITTEE) 
(REPORT) 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Committee appointed o consider the 
Education and Training of Officers of the 
Army, together with Appendix [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


MILITARY EPUCATION (COMMITTEE) 

(EVIDENCE), 

Copy presented, of Minutes of Evi- 
dence taken before the Committee 
appointed to consider the Education 
and Training of Officers of the Army 
(by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy presented, of Draft Order in 
Council for further transfer of powers to 
the Board of Education from the Charity 
Commissioners under the Board of 
Education Act, 1899, Section 2 {by Act); 
to lie upon the Table. 


MONEY ORDERS. 

Copy presented, of Agreement for the 
exchange of Money Orders between the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland and the Republic of Liberia [by 
Command |; to lie upon the Table. 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 
SECURITIES. 
| Keturn presenied, relative thereto 
i[ordered 25th March; Mr. Austen 
| Chimberlain\; to lie wpon the Table, and 
|to be printed. | No. 192. | 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, LSS4. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 20th May, 1902, declaring that 
Robert Wright, Royal Laboratory, War 
Office, was appointed without a Civil 
Service Certificate, through inadvertence 
on the part of the Head of his Depart- 
ment [by Act}; to lie upon the Table. 
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SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1587. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 12th May, 1902, granting to Mr. 
Donald M*Lean, Postmaster at Helens- 
burgh, a retiring allowance under the 

Act |by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 
Copy presented, of Statistics of the 
Refugee Camp: in South Africa [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS. 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Island of Lewis—Tong Light. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : 
Yo ask the Lord Advocate, in view 
of the tact that the people of Tong, 


Island of Lewis, have notified the 
Congested Wistricts Board that the 


light sanctioned for Tong need not be 
erected at the cost of the Board, inas- 
much as a local gentleman has arranged 
t. erect the light at his own cost, and 
having regard to the Board’s statement 
that in consequence of this presentation 
they propose to erect a light in some 
other part of the island, will he state at 
what particular point in the island the 
proposed light will be erected. 


(dunsuer.) The question of the best 


site for another light is engaging the 
Congested District Board’s attention, 
but no definite choice has yet been 


made.—-(Svottish Office.) 


Island of Lewis— Road Construction. 

Mr. WEIR: ‘Toask the Lord Advocate 
it he will state whether, in the contract 
for the construction of roads between 
Cromore and Gravir, Island of Lewis, 
any date has been fixed for the'r com- 
pletion; and will he say what progress 
has been made in the construction of 
these roads. 


(dnswer.) The Congested Districts 
Board have not vet been informed that 
the County Road Board have entered 
into any contract, nor that any progress 
has been made in the construction of 
these roads, for which the Congested 
Districts Board offered a grant of £2,700 
on the 10th June, 1901.—(Scottish Office.) 


$27 May 1902} 
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Questions. 


India—Agra-Gwalior Telegraphic 
ommunication. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India if he will cause inquiry 
to be made into the frequent delay in 
the transmission of telegrams between 
Agra and Gwalior. 


(dnswer.) This matter is one as to 
which any complaints should be addressed 
to the local authorities. I do not 
propose to make any inquiry on the 
subject.—(ndia Ujice). 


Himalaya Narrow Gauge Railway. 

Mr. WEIR: Toask the Secretary of 
State for India, in view of the fact that 
none of the carriages of passenger 
trains on the Himalaya Narrow Gauge 
Railway are provided with any artificial 
light, and that passengers from Darjeel- 
ing have to travel for miles through the 
jungle in darkness, whether he will sug- 
gest to the Railway Department of the 
Government the advisability of requiring 
the railway company to light the carriages 
of their passenger trains, 


(dusuer). This matter is one as to 
which any complaints should be ad 
dressed to the local authorities. —(Jndig 
Office). 


Aberdeen Post Office. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen,S.) : To ask the 
First Commissioner of Works whether he 
can do anything to accelerate the erection 
of the new post office at Aberdeen, having 
regard to the inconvenience caused by 
the present inadequacy of the accom moda- 
tion for post office work in that city ; 
and whether he will, if necessary, pro- 
vide by a Supplementary Estimate for 
any further sum which may be needed 
within the present financial year in 
order to enable more speedy progress to 
be made with the work. 


(dnswer.) The foundation work is pro- 
gressing satisfactorily, although delay 
was caused by the Corporation, first by 
a widening of the street, which involved 
re-drawing the plans, secondly by the 
formation of a sewer in Crown Street, 
which closed the street to cart traffic for 
three months, thus seriously interfering 
with the contractors. Granite work is 


necessarily slower than work in other 


2C2 
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material; but the contractors are one 
of the best firms in Aberdeen, and I am 
quite satisfied that no unnecessary delay 
will occur on their part. The building 
shall be pushed on to completion: and I 
am advised that it is not likely to be 
hindered by want of funds this year. A 
Supplementary Estimate would in any 
case, I fear, be out of the question.— 
(Office of Works.) 


Punishment of ‘‘ First Offenders.” 

Mr PARTINGTON — (Derbyshire, 
High Perk): To the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
if his attention has been called to 
the case of two youths, A. B Ford, aged 
fifteen, and W. H. Mycock, aged seven- 
teen, who were on 15th May last sen- 
tenced to twenty one days hard labour 
without the option of a fine, at Chapel- 
en-le-Frith, on the charge of theft ; and, 
whether, in view of the fact that it is a 
first offence, he can see his way to 
authorise a reduction of the sentence in 
question 


ask 


(Answer.) My attention had not  pre- 
viously been called to this case. The 
fact of the offence charged being a first 
offence would not of itself justify a 
reduction of the sentence which the Court: 
thought right to impose; but if any 
further information reaches me which 
would appear to render investigation 
desirable | will at once make inquiry 
into the case.—(Home Office.) 


Japan and Siam Diplomatic Establish- 
ments. 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the Under Secre- 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. WEIR: To ask the Under Seere- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs, seeing 
that the sum of £600 is placed on the 
Diplomatic and Consulir — Service 
Estimates for the salary of a Vice Consul 
(Hiogo and Osaka), Japan, will he say at 
what place the Vice Consiil performs the 
duties of his oftice; and will he state the 
whole amount expended for consular 
services at Kobé (Hiogo), including 
salary of Consul, staff and all other 
expenses. 


(dnswer.) As to the first part of the 
Question, the Consular Office is at Kobé 
(Hiogo) at which port the Vice Consul 
is appointed to reside, but the Consular 
district includes the city of Osaka (the 
trade of which is only about 3 per 
cent. of that of Kobé), and the Vice 
Consul performs duties there when 
necessary. The whole amount expended 
for Consular services at Kobé (Hiogo) is 
£2,181 perannum, exclusive of travelling 
expenses and outfits which depend upon 
the exigencies of the public service.— 
(Foreign Office.) 


Post Office—Female Assistant Telegraph 


Supervisors. 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): To ask the Seere- 
tary to the Treasury, as represent- 


ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
will explain why the holidays of the 
female assistant telegraph supervisors 
have been reduced from one month to 
three weeks, whilst no reduction has 


‘been made in those of the men doing 


tary of State for Foreign Affairs if he | 


will state how much of the sum of 
£4,000, referred to as an appropriation 
in aid at page 455 of the Diplomatic 
and Consular 
received from Japan and Siam respec- 
tively. 


( Answer.) The sum of £4,000 taken in 
the estimates was based on the average 


1900-1901, as follows: Japan £1,640, 
Siam, £2,367 ; the fees collected in the last 


exactly the same work: and whether 
the month’s holiday for this grade, which 
has been granted since 1886, can be 
restored. 

(duswer.) The annual leave of female 
assistant telegraph supervisors, as a class 
(whose maximum pay is less than £300 


| a year), was reduced from one month to 


Service Estimates, is | 


twenty-one working days, in view of the 
fact that the annual leave of post- 
masters and  sub-postmasters drawing 


| salaries of lessthan £300 is limited to 


that period. But it is provided that all 


| officers who have already enjoyed the 
sum collected in fees for three years to | 


‘ 


privilege of a month’s leave shall con- 
tinue to have that period. The duties 
of men and women are scarcely compar- 


completed year, 1900-1901, amounted | able, seeing that women are not required 
to: Japan, £2,289, Siam, £2204.—|to perform nightwork or to give early 
(Foreign Office.) 





and late attendance.—-(/ost (jjive.) 
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Volunteer Adjutants’ Pay. 
Tue MASTER or ELIBANK (Edin7 


burgh, Mid othian): To ask the Fin- 
ancial Secretary to the War Office, 
having regard to the iact that ad- 


Yeomanry get the same 
rate of pay as adjutants of Cavalry, 
whether he ein consent to recommend 
that the pay of Volunteer adjutants be 


jutants of 


raised tu that of adjutants of Line 
Regiments. 
(duswer.) Adjutants of Yeomanry 


were originally granted the higher rate 
of pay owing to the exceptional duties 
imposed upon them on the institution 
of the new force. It is not proposed to 
extend this rate to adjutants of 
Volunteer Corps.—(War Office.) 


UUESTIOGNS IN THE HOUSE. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

(2.15.) Sir H. CAMPBELL-BAN NER- 
MAN (Stirling Burghs): In the absence 
of any other Question, it occurs to me to 
ask the First Lord ot the ‘Treasury 
whether he actually intends to take 
on Thursday not only the Navy 
Estimates but also the Admiralty Vote. 
I would point out that it is usually 
= red advisable to keep over one 
Vote till a later period of the session, 
in order to afford an opportunity tor 
discussing any other matter connected 
with the Navy Estimates. 


Tie FIRST LORD or tHe TREAS- 
URY (Mr. A. J. BaLtrour. Manchester, 
E). | think the general principle laid 
do.n by the right hon. Gentleman is 
asound one. A demand has, however, 
been made for an early opportunity of 
discu-sing the Admira'ty Vote, and so 
I have put it down. By keeping open 
the Report siage, however, I can subse- 
quentiy put that down if a serious 
demand tor discussion is made in many 
quarters of the House. | may perhaps 
say that as arule | do not regard 
myself as at all bound, in the interests 
of the House, to put down Report 
Stages unless the House desires to have 
a second discussion. As a rule, also, 
I should rather prefer to take on the 
allotted days Votes hitherto undiscussed, 
than that we should have a repetition 


May 


1902} (Juestions. 674 


of old debates. On Friday I think 
it will be convenient to take the Pro- 
cedure Rules, and I[ shall put down 
first the Motion that the Rules already 
passed shall become Standing Orders. 
I shall not take any Rule which | 
believe to be of a controversial character. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
May | be allowed to suggest that the 
right hon. Gentleman is proposing to 
put down a most controversial Motion, 
for it affords an opportunity of review- 
ing the whole scheme. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: While it is 
undoubtedly true that a general survey 
of the Rules proposed to be made 
Standing Orders would be quite proper 
on such a Motion, yet some ot the 
most importans changes in procedure 
have not been made in new Orders, but 

Amendments to old Standing Orders, 
and those will not come under discussion. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 5.): I would 
suggest that the Orders passed should 
remain Sessional Orders until they have 
been put to a greater test of experience. 
Surely that would be a course attended 
with less inconvenience. 


Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I wish to appeal tothe 
Leader of the House not to take on Friday 
the Motion for making Sessional Orders 


Standing Orders, which surely ought 
to come at the end ot our discussions 
on procedure. I do not see what 
additional advantage is to be gained by 
now converting these Sessional Orders 


into Standing Orders. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
There is also the advantage that by 
delaying this Motion we shall gain 
experience in the working of the new 
Rules. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! There 
is no Question before the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I 
consider the appeals that 


made. 


will fully 
have been 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
When will the Budget be taken? 
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Mr. A. 
must depend on other things. 


Supply—Cieil 
J. BALFOUR: That, I think, 


discuss the Budget while other things 
are in the balance. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Do | understand that the 


further consideration of the Finance Bill | 


is indefinitely postponed? My right hon. 
friend, before the recess, mentioned a 
day, and said that the Bill would be 
persevered with de die in diem; and 
yesterday he spoke of Friday as the 
earliest day. Is it now to be indefinitely 
postponed ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
whole House agrees with the statement 
I laid down as to the proper course to 
be pursued, and I really do not know 
what my right hon. friend gains by 
raising the subject. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): 
If the right hon. Gentleman has any 
difficulty in disposing of next Friday, 
I would suggest that he devote it to 
the Irish Land Bill. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—PEACE 
NEGOTIATIONS. 
Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): Can the First Lord of the Treasury 


now inform the House what terms have 
been offered to the Boers ? 


[No answer was given. | 


WAGES BOARDS BILL. 


Order for Second Reading upon Friday 
read, and discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


COAL MINES REGULATION BILL. 


Order for Second Reading upon Friday 
read, and discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


ICE CREAM SHOPS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


(COMMONS} 


It would | 
be a very inconvenient course to take to | 
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Service Estimates. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(LICENCES) (IRELAND) BILL. 
As amended, to be printed. {Bill 222.] 
SUPPLY. 
[NintH ALLOTTED Day. | 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. James LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) im the Chair. } 
CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


} Cuass II. 


1. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, ‘That a sum, not exceeding 
£25,716, be granted to His Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1903, for the salaries 
and expenses of the Board of Agriculture, 

and to pay certain grants in aid,” 


(2.30.) Sir EDWARD STRACHEY 
(Somersetshire, S.) said he thought 
hon. Members were entitled to com- 
plain of the action of the Government 
in springing this Vote upon the Com- 
mittee at such short notice, as it was 
not until the preceding day that any 
intimation was given that it was to 
be taken. A good many hon. Members 
interested in agriculture, and represent- 
ing agricultural constituencies, naturally 
preferred to stay in the country, as they 
were under the impression that the Vote 
was not likely to be brought on so soon. 
He was quite aware of the reasons for 
putting off the Budget Bill, which was 
originally to have been taken, and in 
view of the fact that the proposal to im- 
pose an import duty upon corn was to 
be reconsidered, he thought agricul- 
turists were not sorry at the postpone- 
ment, as they did not look with any 
pleasure upon a proposal which would 
place a heavy tax upon foodstuffs used 
by them. He hoped that in the future 
a little more than a bare twenty-four 
hours notice would be given before a 
Vote of this kind was taken. In moving 
the reduction of the Vote of which he 
had given notice he wished to ask one 

jor two questions of the right hon. 
| Gentleman. Was he. for _ instance, 
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satisfied with the working of the Food ' 


and Drugs Act of 1899? As most of 
them would remember, the object of that 
\et was to give greater power to the 
local authority to deal with adulteration 
of dairy products. Under that Act 
strong instructions were given to the 
various local authorities to take samples 
of agricultural produce—such as butter, 
cheese and milk--witha view to ensuring 
that it should not be adulterated in any 
way. Power was also given to the 
Local Government Board and the Board 
of Agriculture to take steps to secure the 
enforcement of the law in cases where 


{27 May 1902} 
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trader should be penalised in the way he 
was, because this adulteration made him 
unable to compete with the dishonest 
trader, for he could not sell his goods at 
the same price as the man who adulter- 
ated his articles. He hoped that steps 
would be taken to put an end to this 


_carelessness—or even worse—on the part 


of the inspectors of the local authorities. 
It would be found that in some of the 


smaller towns of the West of England the 


Act was very strictly and diligently en- 
forced, and the example thus set would, 
he hoped, be very widely followed in.the 
future. 





the local authorities failed to do their| Then, he wished to ask whether 
duty. Now, he had heard many com- | the working of the Act was satisfactory 
plaints that the local authorities in great so far as concerned the prevention of 
tities like London were not doing their|the mixture of margarine with butter. 
duty. They did not seem to care’ He had heard complaints that a large 
whether the produce was adulterated or amount of butter was still sold in which 
not, because they had in their mind the margarine formed a very considerable 
idea that very often adulteration was constituent, and he was one of those 
simply a means which enabled the pro- who believed that these frauds in con- 
duce to be sold cheaply. Such a state nection with the sale of margarine as 
of things was intolerable, not only in the butter would never be successfully put 
interests of the farmer who sent his an end to until it was forbidden to 
goods to market, but also in the interests colour margarine so as to make it re- 
of the working classes of the big cities, semble butter. He hoped that the 
who ought to be protected, and should right hon. Gentleman would be able 
have such things as milk and butter sold to give them some indication that he 
to them in the state in which they took the same view. He could assure 
left the farms where they were pro-, him there was no farmer in the country 


duced. Take, for instance, the case of | who had anything to do with the pro- 
milk. A large quantity of milk was duction of butter who would not be 


sold now-a-days which was, to say the glad if the right hon. Gentleman could 
least, watered-down. Instead of, as for- | see his way to take some special action, 
merly, going to the nearest pump, and and he might further add that the 
turning water into the milk, the dairy- working classes generally would also 
men now put in separated milk, and equally approve of such a step. Again, 
then gave the liquid a nice high yellow he would like to ask the right hon. 
colour. in order to make it look like milk Gentleman what the Board of Agricul- 
full of cream. Now, he had been given ture were doing in regard to the 
to understand that the Inspectors of the question of putting preservatives in 
Government did not look after this milk and butter? The right hon. 
matter, and he ventured to assert that Gentleman would probably remind him 
it should be one of the duties, both of | that the British Dairy Farmers’ Asso- 
the Board of Agriculture and of the ciation recently passed a resolution in 
Local Government Board, to send round | favour of allowing preservatives to be 
iaspectors occasionally to check the work | put in milk, but he would like to intorm 
done by the inspectors employed by the him that that resolution was passed by 
local authorities in great cities. Hecould| means of a snatch division, and that 
assure the President of the Board of | it did not by any means represent the 
Agriculture that there existed in many feelings of the milk sellers generally. 
localities a strong feeling that this work Throughout agricultural districts they 
of inspection was not being properly held that milk should be snt up to 


performed; and he would point out market in a perfectly pure condition, 
was that the honest and that the use of boracie acid and 


how unfair it 
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other preservatives ought not to he 
allowed. That naturally led him to the 
question of milk-blended butter; he 
would prefer to call it water - logged 
butter, because one quarter of it at least 
was water. He did not propose, 
ever, to go into the question at any 
length, because the right hon. Gentle- 
man had already laid it down that it 
was impos-ible for his Department to 
issue any order on the subject, and 
that it would be absolutely necessary 
to deal with the question by means of 
fresh legislation ; but he would like to 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that 
it Was a matter of great urgency, and 
required very careful consideration. 
Then he would like toask the President 
of the Beard of Agriculture what he 
was doing as regards giving premiums 
for breeding. As the Committee were 
aware, Wueen’s Plates were given as 
premiums with the idea of improving 
the breed of horses. As he understood 
it, the premiums were given entirely to 
thoroughbred horses distributed over 
various parts of the country: they were 
not given in the ease of shire horses ; and 
he could not help thinking how very 
desirable it was, in these days of agricul- 
tural depression, that farmers should be 
encouraged to breed cart horses. It was 
possible for them to do so, to keep the 
horses working on their farms for the 
first five or six years, and then to sell 
them at a remunerative prive in the 
large towns: but at the present moment 
they really had no opportunity to secure 
the services of stallion horses at reduced 
fees. In that respect Ireland was much 
better off, for at the present moment 
the Government gave the Irish farmers 
a good many advantages, in regard to 
shire horses, pedigree bulls, and boars. 
They did everything they could to foster 
the breeding of good horses. cattle, and 
pigs in Ireland, and he thought the 
English farmer was in a less advan- 
tageous position in this respect, simply 
because the agricultural Members of the 
House had not taken up the attitude 
adopted by hon. Gentlemen from 
[reland, and had not sufficient!y pressed 
on the Government, in season and out of 
season, the necessity of giving English 
farmers these advantages. ‘The 
now charged for the use of stallions of 
high class were absolutely prohibitive so 
Sir Edward Strachey. 


how- | 


{COMMONS} 


| 





Service Estimates. 680 
far asthe ordinary farmer was concerned, 
In his own district they had some fine 
shire horse stallions belonging to Sir 
W. HH. Wills, a former Member of the 
House of Commons, but the — fees 
insisted upon were so high as to be 
absolutely prohibitive to the tenant 
farmer. 


The right hon. Gentleman had made 
speeches outside the House on the 
question of technical education, and he 
had pointed out that where one pound 
was spent on the advancement of the 
agricultural interest in this country some- 
thing like five pounds was spent in the 
advancement of the education of other 
That was a very serious state- 
ment indeed for, after all, the agricul- 
tural interest was the greatest interest 
in this country, and he could assure the 
right hon. Gentleman that his declara- 
tions on this point had given special 
satisfaction to agriculturists. They 
gladly accepted his promise to hold out 
a helping hand to the «gricultural 
interest, and they were looking iorward 
very anxiously to the time when he 
would be able to give practical effect to 
the suggestions he had thrown out. 
They hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would be able to give them more grants 
for their technical schools, and that he 
would be able to provide premiums for 
shire horses, pedigree bulls and_ boars. 
In that way he would generally advance 
the agricultural interest, and if he could 
only induce the Government to treat 
that interest more favourably than it 
had done in the past, and to put iton an 
equality, say, with the Irish agricultural 


classes. 


interest, he believed the right hon. 
Gentleman would render a vast service 


to the country. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries and Wages) be 
reduced by £100, in respect of the Salary 
of the President of the Board.” —(ir 
Kdward Strachey.) 


(2.45.) Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, 


, South Molton) said he wished to join in 


fees } 


the complaint of his hon. friend as tothe 
inconvenience caused by bringing this 
Vote forward at such short notice. He 
too had a few questions to address to the 
right hon. Gentleman. He thought the 
time had come when we should begin 
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to learn some lessons from the war. A 
question which was largely exercising 
the agricultural interest at the present 
moment was that of horse buying for 
the Army. 
there had been in connection with the 
purchase of remounts for the Army, 
but the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture. ina speech the other day, said he 
was now working very cordially with 
the War Office, and he hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would give the House 
all the intormation he could as to the re- 
quirements of the military authorities. 
The right hon. Gentleman said last year 
that Devonshire was free from rabies. 
The Dog Muzzling Order had, however, 
heen recemtly put in force in the county, 
and he was sorry there should have 
been any Cause to necessitate its reim- 


psition. The county suffered very 
severely from it three or four years 
ago, and he trusted that, as a result, 


rabies had very largely diminished. The 
order stated that all dogs were to be 
wuzdled, with the exception of packs of 
hounds and dogs used tor sporting or for 
the capture or destruction of vermin. 
As dogs were not used for sporting 
purposes between June and September, 
he could not see the reason of the 
exemption. The right hon. Gentleman 
might, however, have made an exemption 
it did 
sem hard that a landowner using dogs 
lor sporting purposes might allow them 
togo unmuzzled, and yet a farmer who 
wed his dogs for business purposes had 
to muzzle them, thus rendering them 
practically useless for the purposes re- 
quired. It was stated in the order that all 
these dogs should be under the charge 
ot competent persons, but a sheepdog 
would naturally be more under control 
than a pack ef hounds, Last year there 
was an appalling amount of statistics on 
swine fever, and he was very glad that 
weording to the Returns the disease 
showed signs of decrease. Could the 
tight hon. Gentleman say whether it 
wasa spontaneous disease or not ! There 
had been a case in Devonshire. Why 
should disease suddenly spring up in the 
middle of a great county like that? He 
did not understand it, and if the right 


in iavour of tarmers’ sheepdogs. 


hon. Gentleman could give them any in- 
tormation on the subject. and indicate how 
! . . ; 

the disease could be avoided, he should be 
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Everyone knew whata fiasco | 
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very much obliged. A disease which 
had not decreased to the same extent 
wasanthrax. As to that great ignorance 
prevailed among country people. A case 
oecurred in Devonshire only the other 


week, A bullock died, it was thought, 
irom inflammation. The farmer who 


helped to cut it up died irom blood 
poisoning as the result of handling the 
animal. ‘There was a coroner's inquest, 
at which it transpired that the farmer 
was suffering from a weak heart at the 
time and that he caught the infection, 
dying a week afterwards. ‘The animal, 
too, was being cut up as food for dogs, 
and thus the disease might have been 
still further spread. He should therefore 
like to ask the right hon. Gentleman to 
disseminate in rural districts as much as 
possible information as to the symptoms 
of anthrax. He also wished tor infor- 
mation in regard to glanders, which 
prevailed in the Metropolis very consider- 
ably. He would like to know if the 
Departmental Committee had reported 
on the subject. He also wished to 
impress upon the right hon. Gentleman 
the necessity for agricultural education, 
which was mostly deficient in the strictly 
rural parts of the country. He thcught 
the Board of Agriculture should draw 
up some conditions which they could 
suggest to County Councils for the pur- 
pose of carrying out education in agri- 
cultural subjects in the most rural 
districts. Devonshire orchard 
county and grew many apples, but it 
was the most difficult thing in the world 
to get a man who properly understood 
how to prune an apple tree. It seemed to 
be a lost art, and he thought the im- 
portance of providing education oi this 
kind in rural districts should be im- 
pressed upon the local authorities by the 
right hon. Gentleman. The right hon. 
Gentleman took a wise step last year in 
appointing Professor Somerville to the 
Board of Agriculture, and lie hoped his 
They 


was an 


experience had proved of value. 
ought to disseminate in the rural districts 
the very admirable information contained 
in the Journals of the Board of Agri- 
Farmers, at present. did not 
see it. The right hon. Gentleman said 
the other day he thought there were 


culture. 


good grounds for inquiring into the 
question of differential railway rates. If 
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the right hon. Gentleman could do any- 
thing to reduce the railway rates, 
which so much fettered agriculture in 
the counties, he would he doing some- 
thing far greater than had been done 
by uny of his predecessors. He would 
also like to know how the milk standard 
was working. The local authorities, as 
he had pointed out, were lax in carrying 
into effect the Food and Drugs Act, and 
he hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would take steps to remedy that state 
of things. 


(2.55.) Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Car- 
marthenshire, W.) said he wished briefly 
to associate himself with the observations 
which had fallen from the last speaker 
in regard to the muzzling order. The 
county of Carmarthen, with which he 
was associated, had had that order in 
force, off and on, now for a period of 
some five or six years. He was not 
going to discuss the general policy of the 
order ; it might or might not be a very 
good thing; but one thing was obvious, 
and that was that the people who re- 
sided in a district where the order was 
enforced found it to be an intolerable 
nuisance. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would be able to see his way 
to accede to the suggestion made by his 
hon. friend to grant farmers exemption 
for their sheepdogs. Those who lived 
in agricultural districts knew how 
difficult it was for a farmer who lived by 
the roadside constantly to keep his dog 
muzzled. The dogs would not do their 
work when they were muzzled, and if 
they were left unmuzzled it was hard to 
prevent them straying into the public 
thoroughfare. If the animals did so and 
were seen, the farmers were prosecuted 
and called upon to pay fines. The fines 
themselves were comparatively trivial, 
but the costs which they carried with 
them made the matter a serious one. 
He thought that the right hon. Gentleman 
might, without at all weakening the 
effect of the muzzling order, grant the 
exemption in the case of dogs used for 
purely agricultural purposes. He would 
like to pvint out to the right hon. 
Gentleman the very unsatisfactory 
results which had accrued from the 
imposition of the order in the county of 
Carmarthen. Either the order had been 
most loosely administered or its effects 


Mr. Lambert. 
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were valueless. It was first put in force 
in the county in July, 1897; it remained 
in force until May, 1898; in August, 1899, 
it was re-imposed, remaining in torce 
untilthe 10th May, 1900; on the 5th 
October, 1900, it had again to be put on, 
and remained in force until the Summer 
of 1901; then at the end of last year, 
or the beginning of the present year, 
the order had again to be put in operation 
and it was still in force. ‘The mere 
statement of these dates would prove 


either that the order was no good at all 


or that it had been administered in so 
very unsatisfactory and ineffectual a 
manner as to render it absolutely 
valueless. At the same time, the order 
had been an intolerable nuisance to the 
inhabitants of the county of Carmar- 
then, and the length of time it had had 
to be kept in force showed there must be 
something wrong in its administration. 
The mistake of the Board of Agriculture 
had been that, during the whole of 
the time, the order had never been in 
force through the entire country. He 
had not sufticient knowledge to say 
whether the order was good or bad: 
but if it was good, it ought to be put in 
force over a considerable area, and re- 
main in force for a considerable time. 
The way in which the order was put 
into force seemed to be that the Board 
of Agriculture picked out a_ petty 
sessional division in which rabies, or 
supposed rabies, had been found. No 
particular regard was paid to density 
of population, und, if the district was 
not found to be quite satisfactory, the 
area was gradually enlarged, until a 
considerable area came within the scope 
of the order. That was a very unsatis- 
factory system. During the last five or 
six years the Board had been pntting 
people to great inconvenience, and they 
had done it in such a way as to lead 
to no satisfactory result. The fact that 
the order had been enforced in the 
county was sufficient evidence that the 
Board of Agriculture believed a con- 
siderable amount of rabies to exist in 
Carmarthenshire, but there was a very 
strong feeling that at times it had been 
enforced when it ought not to have been. 
Another point was with regard to 
County Councils sending to the Depart- 
ment the heads of dogs supposed to 
have been suffering from rabies, for the 
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surpose of being scientifically examined, 
yn order to discover whether or not 


saint was that, after the examination, 
the Board of Agriculture had not sent 
» the County Council the result. The 
BPresident of the Board, while not ac- 
wpting the facts as stated by the 
(ounty Council as to whether or not, 
ww certain occasions, the information 
ws supplied, had promised that in 
uture it should be done. The County 
(ouncil had a very strong interest in 
the matter, and, when they took every 
gecaution to assist the Board, they 
yere surely entitled, as the most im- 
wrtant representative body in the 
ounty, to have the fullest information 
i the earliest convenient moment. 
ie desired to join in the request that 
the right hon. Gentleman should con- 
ider the question of assisting in the 
improvement of the breed of shire 
iorses. That was the most important 
ind of horse-breeding, as far as the 
mdinary small farmer was concerned. 
lt was of far greater importance to 
them to have assistance in the breeding 
i shire horses than of thoroughbreds. 





*(3.6.) Mr. JOHN HUTTON (York- 
shire, Richmond) asked whether the 
ight hon. Gentleman had thought out 
ischeme by which che principle of the 
food and Drugs Act could be applied to 
ittilisers and feeding stuffs. There 
vis no pomt which more interested the 
irmers in the North of England. The 
‘ounty Councils were most anxious to 
lave power to examine the genuineness 
tthe stuffs sent out as fertilisers or 
teding stuffs, and would be only too 
tad to co-operate with the Board of 
Agriculture in the matter. There were 
great difficulties involved, but surely 
ome scheme could be invented by 
thich an inspector appointed by the 
board might be permitted to examine 
the goods either before delivery, while 
nthe hands of the carriers, or, under 
trtain cireumstances, as soon as de- 
ivered to the purchaser. With regard to 
the muzzling order, when it was put in 
‘ee in the North of England, three or 
our years ago, the area was a very large 
ie, extending over a radius of twenty- | 
ive miles, and was never limited to the, 
itty sessional division. He agreed that | 
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it would be of great assistance it the 
right hon. Gentleman could really define 
swine fever; for years they had been 
under the impression that it broke 
out spontaneously: it was a very 
tiresome and troublesome disease, and, 
although from time to time it might 
appear to be gradually dying out, ex- 
perience had shown that it invariably 
burst out again with renewed vigour. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) congratulated the President 
of the Board of Agriculture on the 
energy he was throwing into his business. 
The tarmers of the country were begin- 
ning to see that at the head of the Depart- 
ment in which they were chiefly interested 
they had a Minister who was _ really 
putting his back into the work, and 
there was good reason to hope that atten- 
tion would be moredefinitely and scienti- 
fically directed to agricultural matters. 
As to the muzzling order, he associated 
himself with the suggestion that farmers’ 
dogs might be exempted, but only on an 
assurance being given that it should not 
in any way interfere with the muzzling 
regulations which had been carried out 
with such vigour, pluck, and determina- 
tion by the right hon. Gentleman and 
his predecessor, and with so much 
success. Scientific men had come tv the 
conclusion that the muzzling order had 
been well conceived and carried out. The 
results had been such as to justify the 
means. and, although people complained 
of the inconvenience to which they 


had been put, it had been for the 
benefit of the community at large. 
Reference had been made to _ the 


enormously infective nature of anthrax. 
The right hon Gentleman would doubt- 
less be aware of the instance in which 
an infected carcase was buried. The 
bacillus was brought up and deposited 
on the grass by earth-worms; it was 
then eaten by cattle, which in consequence 
became infected with anthrax. Burying 
alone was not a successful method of 
dealing with the carcases, even though 
lime or other destructive material were 
used. He was a great believer in 
cremation in such cases; in fact, he 
did not see how the matter could be 
effectually dealt with in any other way. 
As to swine fever, he, like other 
Members, would be glad to know whether 
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it could be checked and stamped out. It 
seemed rather a reflection on modern 


agricultural science that £38,000 a year | 


should he spent for the purpose of 
checking a disease, which, so far from 
being checked, seemed to get worse and 
Worse as time went on. The chief 
question he desired to reier to was that 
of the ex.lusion of Canadian cattle, 
Much inconvenience was caused to 
many of his constituents by the ex- 
clusion oi what might be called the 
raw material ot their industry. 

THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanbury, 
Preston): | have no power to deal with 
that matter: it is a question of legisla- 
tion. 


De. FARQUHARSON: But the right 
hon. Gentleman has power to initiate 
legislation. 


*Tur CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
himself has the same power. Matters 
which have to be dealt with by legislation 
cannot be discussed on the Estimates, 
but iz it isa matter which can be dealt 
with by Order in Council, of course it may 
be now discussed. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON : Perhaps, Sir, 
you will tell me which horse I am to ride. 


*Tir CHAIRMAN : The Minister in 
chars: has stated that he has no power 
over the matter. Il assume, therefore, 
it is a matter that must be dealt with by 
legislation. If that is so, the hon. 
Member cannot pursue the subject. 


Dr. FARQUTHARSON thought this 
was a very good opportunity for making 
known the woes of his constituency, and 
perhaps. under the circumstances, the 
right hon. Gentleman would see his way 
to promising that he would take an early 
opportunity to initiate legislation to 
remedy this grievance, which was pressing 
hard uponagriculturists. Inthe Channel 
Islands the exportation of cattle had 
been forbidden, and he could not under- 
stand this. unless the foot-and-nouth 
disease. like swine fever, had the property 
of originating « He should like 


HOO, 


Dy. Furquharson 
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the right hon. Gentleman to explain 
why foot-and-mouth disease had broken 
out in the Channel Islands. 


(3.18.) CotoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, 


Epping) said he had _ forwarded his 
right hon. friend an_ extensively 


signed petition in relation to the admis. 
sion and detention in the United King- 
dom of pet dogs. Surely people with 
pet animals which hardly ever left their 
side would be the last people in the world 
to bring back a dog into this country 
with any trace of disease upon it, and 
the right hon. Gentleman’s regulation of 
six months quarantine for pet dogs was 
almost an infringement of the liberty of 
the subject. Out of 300 cases of imported 
dogs, there had only been at the outside 
two with any disease, and only one of 
them was true rabies. These pet dogs 
were not animals which were allowed to 
wander about the streets, for they were 
kept under the highest torm of control; 
and yet drovers’ dogs, which were not so 
well looked after, were admitted into the 
ports perfectly free, although they were 
much more likely to introduce rabies 
than pet dogs. He thought that if an 
owner took his dog abroad, and upon 
returning home got a certificate of health 
from a veterinary surgeon, his dog might 
be allowed to go home with its owner, 
instead of being sent to quarant ne. He 
did not object to muzzling, or any 
reasonable-control, but he thought that 
nthis matter the Board of Agricuiture 
were overstepping the bounds of reason- 
ableness, for they wished to make 1 
impossible for an owner to take a pet 
dog abroad He thought a certificate 
from aveterinary surgeon abroad would 
be as good a safeguard as six months 
quarantine. 


*Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) re- 
minded the right hon. Gentleman that 
the Co-operative Congress at Exeter 
had passed aresolution in favour of 
the importation of cattle from Argen- 
tina. As to the muzzling of dogs, he 
happened to be one—and probably the 
only one—who sat upon the Committee 
appointed by the right hon. Gentleman's 
predecessor to inquire into this (question. 
At that time he was very much opposed to 
restrictions on dogs in the form of 
muzzling, but after his experience upon 
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=> 


that Committee he was very much like 
the reformed drunkard en the Salvation 
Army platforms, for he became a com- 
plete convert to those restrictions. He 
hoped, therefore, thatthe right hon. Gentle- 
man would not go too far in removing 
restrictions. The hon. and gallant 
Member for Epping had spoken of a 
certificate being given by a veterinary 
surgeon abroad, but the long period of in- 
cubation would make such a certificate of no 
value. He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would be able to deal with the question 
of sheep worrying. A Bill upon this 
subject was introduced some time ago 
and dropped, but he hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would have the courage 
displayed by his predecessor upon this 
subject. They had suffered enormously 
in Scotland from the ravages of sheep 
worrying, and he hoped the President of 
the Board of Agriculture would be able 
to give them a favourable report. 


*(3.27.) Mr. MACDONA (Southwark, 
Rotherhithe) said he wished to 
date himself with the hon. Member 
for West Aberdeenshire in congratu- 
lating the President of the Board 
of Agriculture in again enforcing the 
muzzling order, for he was firmly of 
opinion that the former President of 
Agriculture by his firmness in this respect 
exterminated that awful disease hydro- 
phobia from the United Kingdom. The 
thanks of the whole community of the 
kingdom ought to be given to him for 
this. The President of the Board of 
Agriculture showed the courage of his 
convictions in at ence resorting to this 
unpopular method—-the muzzling order 
upon the first re-appearance of this fell 
disease in our midst. Common sense 
pointed to the conviction that it must 
have been imported from abroad. — It 
was earnestly to be hoped that the same 
success in stamping out hydrophobia in 
the recent cases will be as undeniable as 
in the former eases. Whilst fully sym- 
pathising with the hon. Member for 
Essex in his insisting upon taking his 
pet dog with him in his travels 
abroad— because he had no family of his 
own as he stated—he, although he had 
300 dogs shortly before he entered Par- 
lament and only one child, when he 
travelled abroad, invariably left the 
dogs behind and occasionally took his 
on with him instead. 


ASSO- 
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fancier he would suggest to his hon. 
friend the Member for Epping, when he 
went his travels abroad he took with him 
what dogs he liked best specially for the 
purpose, and left them behind on the 
Continent as special souvenirs, highiy 
prized by foreigners, who dearly loved a 
British born dog. Another, it possibla 


a more frightful and _ fatal disease 
came, he thought, under the — pur- 
view of the Board of Agriculture— 


that was anthrax. He was afraid he 
must admit that in some few cases, his 
own constituency, Rotherhithe, was to 
some small extent liable for its introduc- 
tion, for the barges in transterring 
Australian hides to the wharves carried 
the germs of this frightful disease in the 
hair of these hides, but he believed some 
rules, if properly laid down, might meet 
the case, and extra inducements ought 
to be given to our medical authorities 
to discover some remedy for so terrible 
a disease as anthrax to man and beast. 


* (3.35.) Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding; said he wished to say a 
word or two in regard to the question 
of preferential rates, which were given 
by railway companies for the conveyance 
of foreign, as against home products. 
A few days ago the President of the 
Board of Agriculture promised to in- 
quire into this matter, and it was to 
emphasise the idea of the agriculturists 
that he now referred to the subject. 
The rates for home produce ordinarily 
were so heavy that farmers often found 
very great difficulty in making their 
farms remunerative, but when the rates 
were compared with those paid for 
foreign produce it would be seen that 
competition was made doubly hard 
for the farmers. The matter was 
not a new one. It had been brought 
up in the House several times, and 
instances had been given of the 
difference between what was charged 
for carrying German and French pro- 


ducts and English products, such 
as cabbages, carrots, potatoes, and 
onions. There was a_ difference of 


nearly 50 percent. between the rates 
charged for imported products trom the 
seaport to the large centres, and the 
rates which would be charged to the 


| home grower around the same port if he 


sent his products to the markets. 








691 
*Tue CHAIRMAN : | fail tosee exactly 


how the question of railway rates can 
come under this Vote. Ii it comes 
under any administrative office it is 
that of the Board of Trade, but that is 
not the Vote we are discussing today. 
The question is how the administration 
of the Board of Agriculture can be 
improved. 
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*Mr. MANSFIELD: I have no wish 
to trespass by discussing a question 
which is out of order at present, but an 
inquiry was promised. 


Mr. HANBURY: No. I told the hon. 
Gentleman when he put a Question to 
me that there was a very strong case 
for inquiry on certain points, and that | 
would press the matter on the attention 


of my right hon. friend the President 
of the Board of Trade. I am doing so 
now. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: if it is intended 
to go into the matter at any length, it 
must be raised on the Vote for the 
Board of Tradeé. 


*Mr. MANSFIELD said he would not 
go into it at length. All he wished to 
say was that an inquiry ought to be 
held. and if the President of the Board 
of Agriculture could do anything to 
induce the President of the Board of 
Trade to take the matter up, he wou'd 
do the agricultural interest a great 
service. Reterring to the question of horses 
for the Army. the hon. Member said the 
Returns showed that 300,000 horses 
had been purchased in connection 
with the South African war. Not more 
then one in every five or six had gone 
trou, England. The matter had been 
brought before the attention of the 
Presiient of the Board of Agriculture. 
but it did not seem to be possible to 
get anything done to have English 
horses used in greater numbers. The 
farmers and breeders had come to the 
conclusion that it was almost i:pos-ible 
to compete with the foreigner in the 
matter of these horses, uniess some 
heip was given to them. He asked a 
question some time ago as to whether 
the Board of Agriculture would publish 
a return showing the requirements of 
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the War Office, and the answer he 
got was practically that the President 
of the Board did not know what the 
requirements of the War Office were. 
He was told, indeed, that he would 
perhaps he able to get the information 
if he would address the question to the 
Secretary of State for War. The idea 
of agriculturists was that the Board 
of Agriculture ought to have considered 
this matter, and that it should yot 
take them two years to find out what 
the War Office wanted. They thought 


that some action should be taken 
whereby the country should know 
what the War Office wanted. The 


right hon. Gentleman should publish 
leaflets and let the farmers and_ horse 
breeders know exactly what was wanted, 
Speaking at York not long ago the 
right hon. Gentleman said he wanted 
to make farmers feel that in the Board 
of Agriculture they had not a mere 
doll dressed up in red tape, not a mere 
Department that took no interest in 
them. By his speeches the right hon. 
Gentleman had won the hearts of the 
farmers and agriculturists generally, but 
they now wanted him to come down from 
his after dinner altitude and tell them 
what the War Offce wanted, «nd to help 
them to see whether they could supply th 
demand. As showing that the Board of 
Agriculture did not quite know where 
they were in this matter, he would refer 
to a Question which was asked as to 
whether the right hon. Gentlenian would 
cause inquiry to be made in regard to 
foreign stud-. The reply he received— 
perhaps the right hon. Gentleman would 
forgive hima for saving it— was flippant, 
and showed a desire to score off the 
questioner. But the whole gist of the 
Question was missed. The Question did 
not refer to foreign breeding studs 


consisting largely of mares, but to 


entire horses kept by foreign Gov 
ernments, and lent to farmers at 4 
nominal cost. If such a practice pre 


vailed in this country, it would bean 
incalculable gain. He suggested that the 
right hon. Gentleman should look into 
this matter, and see whether anything 
could be done. If he could do anything 
to make the farmer's occupition a little 
more pleasant and profitable, hon. Men: 
bers on the Opposition side of the Hous 
would be grateful. 








692 


r he 
sident 
it the 
Were, 
would 
nation 
to the 
o] idea 
Board 
idered 
i not 
what 
ought 
taken 
know 

The 
ublish 
horse 
anted, 
o the 
vanted 
Board 
mere 
. mere 
est in 
+ hon. 
of the 
ly, but 
p fron 
them 
10 help 
oly th: 
ard ot 
where 
d refer 
as to 
would 
ard to 





‘ived— 
would 
ippant, 
off the 
of the 
ion did 
studs 
ut to 
. Gor 
at a 
“e pre- 
be an 
vat the 
k into 
ything 
thing 
a little 
. Men- 
Hous 





695 Supply Civil \ 27 


(3.10.) Sir JAMES RANKIN (Here- 
fordshire, Leominster) called attention to 
the queston of grant, towards agri- 
cultural education. There was a certain 
sum which was at the disposal of the right 
hon. Gentleinan, and which he gave as he 
thought proper. He should like to know 
the conditions on which the grants were 
Those who had done anything 


given. 
in the way of agricultural education 


knew that it was rather an uphill game. 
There was a great amount of discourage- 
ment in earrying on agricultural educa- 


tion. The fact was that farmers as a 
rule were not rich enough to be 


able to pay much for education, and 
therefore it was often almost a_ vital 
matter that assistance should — be 
given to those institutions which had 
heen establizhed and were able to give a 
good education. He had often applied 
for assistance, but he had hitherto been 
told that the case he had put before the 
Minister was not exactly a case which 
could receive a grant. He should very 
much like to hear a statement from the 
Minister of Agriculture as to the exact 
conditions which had to be fulfilled in 
order to he able to receive a grant. He 
thought the Agricultural Department 
could do more to encourage education 
apart from the question of money. The 
County Council through their Technical 
Education Committees were giving in 
many cases useful instruction, but they 
were also giving certificates for certain 
operations. It had often occurred to 
him that it would be a great encourage 
ment to the working men in the country, 
who were learning, for instance, the 
pruning of fruit trees and work of that 
sort, if they could receive a certificate 
from the Board of Agriculture. No 
doubt they valued the certificate given 
by the Technical Instruction Committee 
of the County Council but he believed 
they would value a certificate from the 
Koard of Agriculture very much more 
highly. It would he of very great im- 
portance in such counties as Hereford- 
shire and Devonshire, where there were 
apple orchards, if they could train up a 


band of theroughly good pruners. If the 
orchards which had fallen into a state 


oi disrepair could be put right a great 
source of wealth would be restored. He 
would therefore urge that encouragement 
should be given to working men to 
improve themselves in this art, so as to 
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gain certificates from the Board of Agii- 
culture. He knew that the right hon. 
Gentleman had considered the matter, 
but he had not yet seen his way to do 
what was now proposed. No doubt, 
there were many other matters in con- 
nection With agriculture in which similar 
things could be carried on. He did not 
for a moment suggest that they should 
not be taken into consideration also. 
What he had proposed in the way of 
granting certificates would really cost 
very little money. Good examiners 
could be found for a small payment, if 
the Board of Agriculture had not acom 
petent examiner. Therefore, he hoped 
that the right hon, Gentleman would do 
what hecould in hissmall and unheroic, 
but still useful way. to encourage the 
interest of the working classes in agri- 
culture. 


(3.47) Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) said he was at some dis- 
advantage, owing to the suddenness with 
which this Vote had been brought on; 
but there were one or two questions to 
which he should like to draw the atten- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Board of Agriculture. 
It seemed to him an extraordinary thing 
that after all these years a question 
should be asked in the House of Com- 
mons whether swine tever was a 
disease that burst out spontaneously, or 
was an infectious disease which could be 
stamped out. The amount of money 
that had been spent in ineffective 
attempts at ext ermination was enor- 
mous. The responsibility for that did 
not rest on one side of the House only. 
The House generally had given its 
sanction to the policy which the Board 
of Agriculture had, to the best of its 
ability, endeavoured to carry out. 
Year after year he had asked whether it 
was not the fact that the whole or a con- 
siderable proportion of that money might 
not as well have been thrown from the 
terrace of this House into the Thames 
as spent in the direction in which it had 
been spent. His very strong impression 
was that the greater part of that money 
had been absolutely wasted, and might 
as well have been thrown into the river. 
He believed that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, who was in search of objec‘s 
which to exercise the 


on virtue of 
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economy, might very well turn his | service to agriculture, but it had 


attention towards that particular diree- 
tion, and he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would do something in that 
way. The right hon. Gentleman had 
appealed for a party of economy in the 
House, and he firmly believed that this 
was one of the directions in which 
economy could be most effectually exer- 
cised. The country was not. satisfied 
that in this respect it had had value for 
its money ; and it might be found yet 


that those who had raised their voices | 


against this expenditure had not been 
very far from the mark. He was sure 
that the right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 


had done his very utmost to promote the , 


true interests of agriculture in this 
country ; but having shown one direction 
in which a saving might be effected, he 
wished to indicate a direction in which 
money might be most usefully and 
profitably spent. 
had alluded to the small amount ex- 
pended on agricultural education in this, 


as compared with foreign countries. 
The right hon. Gentleman knew—no 


ene better than he—what had been done 
by money judiciously applied in this 


Many hon. Members | 


‘answered thousands of questions on 
‘agri:ultural subjects, had given a great 
number of popular lectures, had 
established chemical and seed stations in 
different parts of the country. where, 
for a nominal sum, analyses might be 


obtained by farmers. Reterence had 
been made to horse-breeding. What 
had been done in that and other 
respects by the Government Depart- 


ment had led to an immense expanse of 
private enterprise. Heasked the right 
hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Board of Agriculture to try and obtain 
the attention of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to the educational institu- 


tions in this country which were 
already doing such good work in 
}agricultural education. They were 
helped now to the extent of their 


‘means by the County Councils. and also 
by voluntary subscriptions ; but a good 
deal more could be done in that direction. 

| And he asked whether it would not be 
possible to save the money spent in 

'trying te extirpate swine fever. and 
devote it to the benefit of agricultural 

‘education. He agreed with what had 
been said as to the appointment of Dr. 


direction in Sweden. Finland, and Den- Somerville to an important post on the 
mark: how agriculture had been, Board of Agriculture; and he hoped 
revolutionised in these countries, and | that the Minister, by turning his atten- 


how agricultural methods had been by 
these mean entirely altered in three 
or four years. He had been at an agri- 
cultural exhibition at Stockholm not 


long ago, when he confessed he was | 
amazed at the progress made in that | 


direction. What happenedin Denmark ? 
In that country a few years ago agricul- 
ture was in a perfectly ruinous condition. 
Its methods were primitive, and the 
farmer hardly obtained any return for 
his exertions. Now there had been 
established sixteen agricultural schools, 
eighteen dairy schools, two schools of 
horticulture, a school of forestry, a 
higher institute of forestry, and a cattle- 
breeders school. The Government also 
provided a number of specialists who 
advised farmers in various parts of 
the country as to the purchase of 
agrienltural machinery, as to the 
erection oi farm buildings, the draining 
of marshes, and the reclamation of 
waste lind. Not only had the Govern- 
ment Depsrtment done all that good 
Mr, Herlwit L. wis. 


'tion to all those matters to which he 
had referred, would engage that a great 
| deal more useful work would be done 
| for agriculture in the future than in the 
past. 


| (3.57) MR. HUMPHREYS - OWEN 
| (Montgomeryshire)said that ifany scheme 
| was being proposed by the Board of 


|Agriculture for atforesting different 
tracts of country, he hoped certain 


portions of these tracts would be set 
apart for small holdings of from ten to 
twenty or thirty acres for the use of 
the foremen foresters and others. ‘These 
‘would be of the highest value, and 
might be easily found in_ sheltered 
situations in the bottoms of _ the 
valleys, while the slopes of the hills 
were planted with timber. On the 
subject of education he would like to 
impress on his right hon. friend the 
great valne of giving instruction in 
agriculture not only to adults but to 
youths in schools and colleges. The real 
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way of improving the standard of skill 
amongst agriculturists was to make 
the latter familiar with sound methods, 
and to give them a grounding in science 
while still at school or at the university 
colleges. The right hon. Gentleman was 
aware of the work of that kind that had 
been done by the two Welsh colleges, 
and the equally good work accomplished 
in the Neweastle College of Science, 
and other places. He hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would impress on 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer the 
value of this educational work as a 
national investment. They had had a 
very interesting speech the previous 
evening from the Colonial Secretary. who, 
i propos of the improvement accomplished 
in Cyprus, had reminded the House that 
the State could afford to lie longer out 
of its money than an individual; and 
that it would be a great national 
economy for the State to lie out of its 
money for some time in expectation of a 
larger return in the future in the 
improved condition of the people. There 
was far too great a tendency at the 
present day to devote large areas of land 
to be worked by capitalist farmers, 
He believed that the true ide* of agri- 
culture was that as many families as 
possible should be settled on the land 
insmall holdings ; and in order to bring 
that about, the large holdings should be 
broken up into small holdings. Before 
sitting down he should like to warn the 
tight hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Board of Agriculture against the 
seductive appeal made to him bv friends 
irom the East of Scotland. He dared say 
that the farmers in that part of the 
country would like to have store cattle 
introduced here from all parts of the 
world: but there were other places in 
Great Britain than the East of Scotland, 
and the introduction of disease into this 
country would not only be disastrous 


to Jarge industries in England 
and Wales. but to the — graziers 


themselves, who were pressing for the 
introduction of cattle from Canada and 
Argentina, where it was by no means 
certain that they were safe from disease. 
He joined in the general chorus of ap- 
preciation of the right hon. Gentleman 
the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture. He was quite aware of the diffi- 
culties the right hon. Gentleman had to 
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meet when his colleagues asked for more 
money, but he might be assured that 
he would receive the support of both 
sides of the House when the time came 
to make the appeal at a more favourable 
period * 


Mr. WHARTON (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Ripon) said that everybody in the House 
was anxious that any article they bought 
should be the pure article and not a 
blended article, and he quite agreed with 
what had been said by the hon. Baronet 
who brought this matter forward. ‘There 
was no doubt that butter had become 
mixed—he would not say adulterated, 
because the products blended in it were 
usually of a wholesome character—and 
by this blending an article was obtained 
which was inferior to that which tae 
purchaser anticipated buying. ‘The 
right hon. Gentleman was quite aware 
of the present condition of things, and 
he (Mr. Wharton) hoped he would do 
what he could to remedy what was now 
an admitted failure of the laws that 
were attempted to be put into force 
with regard to these matters Those 
'aws had admittedly failed to bring 
about that condition df things which 
they a!l desired to see. With regard to 
rabies, he congratulated the right hon. 
Gentleman in following up as he had 
done the labours of his predecessor, who 
had had the satisfaction of practically 
stampiug out one of the worst diseases 
with which human beings could be 
afflicted, in spite of the reproaches 
heaped upon his head when carrying 
out his policy. His right hon. friend 
had been asked to exempt sheep dogs 
from wearing a mvazzle, but of all dogs 
in the world sheep dogs had the greatest 
freedom. They had no kennels, they never 
wore a collar, they were not kept on the 
chain, and he could conceive no animal 
so likely to communicate rabies as a 
sheep dog. With regard to swine fever, 
it had been said that there had been 
a great waste of money in the attempt 
to stamp out swine fever. He did not 
agree that that was so. There was no more 
waste in spending money in the attempt 
to stamp out this disease than there was 
in spending money in attempting to 
detect the origin and find a cure for the 
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terrible disease of cancer; and no one 
would suggest that that was a waste of 
money. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross) asked the President of the 
Board of Agriculture if he could take 
some steps to bring to the notice of the 
local authorities in Scotland the powers 
which the County and Parish Councils 
had of acquiring allotments, Although 
from the Return obtained last year he 
found several applications had been 
made to County Councils for allot- 
ments, in no ease had the Council 
done anything with regard to those 
applications. He hoped something 
would be done to bring the statute 
with regard to allotments into opera- 
tion. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) supported that 
contention of the right hon. Member for 
the Ripon Division. He said the very 
worst case of rabies that he ever saw 
was a case in which a sheep dog was 
affected; that dog went mad when 
twenty miles away from a town, but he 
ran into the town and bit fourteen 
children. The point, however, he 
specially to draw attention to was one 
which he had been pressed by his con- 
stituents to mention. He desired to 
know whether powers could be given to 
County Councils to supervise the use of 
stallions in their counties and to pro- 
hibit the use of unsound stallions. It 
was obviously a matter of great im- 
portance that only sound cattle should be 
used, and although a great deal had 
already been done both by the Govern- 
ment and private persons in this 
matter there was still room for im- 
provement. 


rose 


(4.8.) Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inver- 
ness-shire) called atention to the western 
highlands of Scotland as a source of 
supply for Army cobs. At the request 
of one of his constituents, who had a 
great deal of experience in the breeding 
of horses of this kind, he had approached 
the War Office and appealed to them 
to encourage the breeding of the High- 
lind garron, the type of cob to which he re- 
‘rred, from these districts, but his efforts 
had met with very little encouragement. 
All that was necessary was to let the 
Mr. Wharton. 
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crofters know there was a market for 
these horses when they were three years 
old; that was the age at which they 
were sold. Although it was a younger 
age than that at which the Army 
bought. there was no reason why the 
War Office should not purchase them at 
three years old and keep them until 
they had a use for them. He trusted 
the President of the Board of Agrieul- 
ture would give attention to this matter. 
He supported the hon. Member for 
Clackmannan and Kinross with regard 
to allotments. There was a great need 
for a more energetic enforcement ot the 
terms of the Allotments Act. He did 
not know what had happened in other 
counties, but in the county which he had 
the honour to represent, where there was 
a very intense land hunger, he knew that 
applications, supported by the Parish 
Councils, were submitted to the County 
Council, and these applications were com- 
pletely ignored. The County Councils did 
not refuse to grant the applications made 
to them, which would of course have 
given the applicants a right to appeal ; 
they simply did nething and so hung up 


the applications indefinitely. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE (Sus 
sex, Horsham) hoped his right hon. friend 
would be able to deal with what perhaps 
was the most important question in regard 
to agriculture at the present time, the 
question of distribution. There could 
he no question whatever that the proper 
supply of fruit and vegetables to the 
large town populations of this country 
should be as remunerative to the growe! 
as it was beneficial to the consumers. 
He knew that many diiliculties would 
have to be overcome before a_periect 
system of distribution was found, but 
if the right hon. Gentleman would look 
at the year books of the United States 
Department of Agriculture he would 
see what an immense amount of work 
was done in collecting and distributing 
farm produce. Not only was _ the 
produce collected, but care was taken to 
see that it was distributed in the most 
remunerative manner. Day by da 
efforts were made to find out where 
these things were most wanted, and 
they were thrown into that market in 
the freshest possible condition. He 
further suggested that the time had now 
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come when the model clauses for 
sectiring the purity of milk supplies in 
large towns, which had been adopted in 
so many Corporation Bills, might be 
made of general application by legisla- 
tlon. 


sm JOHN KINLOCH (Perthshire, 
E.) said that the finding of remunerative 
and ready markets was a mere question 
of railway rates; it was those which 
must be struck at if these markets were 
to be found. As an instance of the 
exorbitant rates which farmers had to 
pay. he might inform the House that he 
remembered some years ago potatoes 
being sent from Scotland to London via 
New York because it was cheaper to 
send them that way than direct by rail. 


*\ir. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
urged on the President of the Board 
of Agriculture the necessity of introducing 
legislation to deal with the question of 
purity of butter, so that the farmers might 
no longer be subjected to unfair com- 
petition. The recommendations of the 
Departmental Committee, with its pro- 
posal to adopt a limit of 16 per cent. for 
the proportion of water in butter, with 
its permission to sell when containing a 
larger percentage provided that sufficient 
disclosure be made to the purchaser, did 
not go far enough or meet the require- 
ments of the public if they were to be 
protected. This was not only a producers 
question, but a traders’ also, as was shewn 
by the action of many Chameters of 
Commerce in passing resolutions and 
asking help of Members, as it had been 
asked of him in this matter. It would 
bea strange thing if the County Councils, 
instead of teaching how the best quality 
of butter containing the least possible 
percentage of water could be produced, 
had to give instruction how to introduce 
the greatest possible percentage in order 


to meet the competition of those who , 


made ‘milk blended” or ‘‘loaded”’ butter 
and sold it as “pure.” If, however. the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 


desired to render real service to the dairy | 


farmers, he would urge him to use his 
influence with his colleagues in the 
Cabinet to remove the proposed duty on 
feeding stuffs. He had been informed on 
goodauthority that these duties amounted 
to from 8 to 12 per cent. on the rentals 
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which farmers had to pay in the North of 
England, and he considered that that 
was a grievance that ought to be 
prevented. 


(4.20.) Mr. HANBURY : The discussion 
has ranged over a considerable number 
of subjects, and I have no reason tocom- 
plain of any of the topics introduced. The 
hon. Member for South Somersetshire 
made a very interesting speech on the 
whole of the subject in connection with 
the Food and Drugs Act, and he was quite 
justified in saying that in some parts of 
the country. in our large towns, and lam 
sorry to say some of them are in Lancea- 
shire, the Act is not carried out 
with that efficiency with which it ought 
to be. Of course we must remember 
that it is comparatively a new Act, and 
we must give the local authorities time 
to properly exercise their powers. But 
| have a reserve power at my back, and 
if the local authorities do not carry out 
the Act, | shall show no unwillingness 
whatever to use that power, because I 
think it is in the interests both of the 
honest traders and the consumers that 
full effect should be given to the various 
provisions of the Act. My power, of 
course, is limited to the question of adul- 
teration of agricultural products, and if | 
find there isany laxity on the part of the 
local authorities, so faras Lhavethe power, 
I shall have no scruple whatever in 
bringing those powers into force. The 
hon. Member suggested that it would 
be a good thing to have a check on the 
authorities by having inspectors at the 
Board of Agriculture. Well, we have 
two inspectors, I think, whose duty it is 
to watch the local authorities and to 
report how far the Act is enforced and 
where it is not enforced at all. These 
inspectors’ reports are very excellent, and 
we have really all the information it is 
necessary to have for dealing with this 
matter. The only thing is, the Act is a 
modern one, and some little time must be 
allowed to the loval authorities, but I do 
not think much time should be allowed to 
elapse before | insist on it being properly 
carried out. The hon. Member said he 
thought we had reached a stage when 
not only the cheapness of the article 


should be considered but also its purity. 


I think we have reached a 
further stage, when the honest trader has 


2D2 


now 
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to be protected against his fraudulent 
rival. I think in the case of butter, for 
instance, the farmer and the producer 
are perfectly right when they suggest 
that an article which is not of the 
substance of butter should not be sold as 
butter. Then it is said that the Mar- 
garine Act has been directly abused, 
and a great amount of margarine is 
sold under the name of butter. | 
have not got that information, and 
if the hon. Member can give me 
information of cases within his own 
knowledge of that having been done 
I will have the matter investigated. 
The Margarine Act is a very important 
Act, and we must see that it is carried 
out in its entirety. If we find it is not, 
then we must go further, with the 
powers that are behind me, in the direc- 
tion desired by the hon. Member. A 
further question was raised as to the 
use of preservatives in milk and butter. 
The hon. Member knows that there 
was a Committee which considered the 
whole general question, and so far as 
the general question goes the Local 
Government Board is more concerned 
than | am, but I must confess that I 
myself am disinclined to encourage the 
use of preservatives in such articles as 
butter. Weoughtto have these articles 
as pure as possible. Salt is used for the 
preservation of butter, and I do not see 
the need for any other preservative 
being used so far as butter is concerned. 
The hon. Member also touched on milk- 
blended butter, and suggested that in that 
case the use of some other preservative 
was more necessary, as it had been found 
that that butter would not keep, the milk 
which had been introduced into it having 
the tendency to bring about the opposite 
result. 

The hon. Member also dealt with 
the question of improving the breed 
of horses. The funds available for 
this purpose are not in the disposi- 
tion of the Board of Agriculture. | 
very much wish they were. In fact, 
I would go so far as to say, looking to 
the fact that the Board of Agriculture 
have the interests of farmers to consider, 
that farmers have a claim to larger 
assistance in this matter than they at 
present receive. It is very difficult for 
me to speak of the action of a Royal 
Commission, but I have a strong opinion 


Mr. Hanbury. 
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myself that the time is coming when 
the money might be spent with 
greater advantage in horse breeding 
than it is at the present time. We are 
at a disadvantage as compared with 
Ireland with respect to the money 
available for purposes of this kind. The 
provisions made with reference to the 
Irish Board of Agriculture make me 
extremely jealous of the way in which 
that Board is able to benefit the farmers 
of Ireland. I hope when more peaceful 
times come, and a little more money is 
available in the Exchequer, I may be 
able to soften the hard heart of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and get 
him to feel that the time hascome when 
t would be only reasonable to put the 
English farmer in this respect on a more 
equal footing with the Irish farmer, 
At the same time, when the hon. Mem- 
ber for the Spalding Division says I have 
made encouraging speeches, vut that he 
wants to see something done, it must be 
borne in mind that there are two sides 
to that question. In the first placer, as 
I have said time after time, although no 
doubt farmers may look tor a certain 
amount of State help, after all, it is self 
help that is most needed. One cannot 
shut one’s eyes to the fact that farmers 
might do a great deal more to help them- 
selves than they are doing at the present 
moment, and it is by disseminating the 
kind of information to which the hon. 
Member referred, by trying to get the 
smaller men to co-operate, and generally 
by a better system of education, that I 
think one must first act. One's hands 
are more free in that direction than 
when it isa question of granting money. 
I see constantly springing up all over 
the country a greater desire on the part 
of farmers to co-operate, and there is no 
doubt that they can do a great deal in 
various ways to help themselves. 

With regard to education, I feel that, 
although you cannot teach agriculture 
in the elementary schools in the country 
districts, the managers can at any rate 
see that the kind of education given is 
one more fitted to country pursuits and 
less adapted for merely town life. The 
Board of Edueation and ourselves are 
working together on this question of 
agricultural education in the closest 
harmony. We have appointed a Com- 
mittee dealing with both elementary 
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and agricultural education. But it is 
no good the Boardof Education allowing 
certain subjects to come within the code 
in these schools unless the managers 
themselves take up those subjects 
Whether it is that the clergyman does 
not take sutticient interest in the matter, 
or that he does not get sufficient assis 
tance from his parishioners or the lay 
managers, there can be no doubt that 
in tive cases out of nine there are still 
a vast number of subjects being taught 
in thes? country elementary schools 
which are not so well fitted for the 
education of our agricultural children 
as are many other subjects included in 
the code, and which the managers might 
very well have taught in the schools. 
Secondary education, of course, is at 
present being dealt with by a Bill in this 
House, and I cannot go very largely 
into that question. But [ can at any 
rate deal with the question of grants to 
agricultural colleges and others. 1 am 
glad to say that, although the amount 
at my disposal is a small one—between 
£9,000 and £10,000—I have managed, 
ever in this year of war, to get a further | 
£1,000 out of the Treasury for that pur- | 
pose. The hon. Member for the Leo- | 
minster Division asks on what principle 
we distribute these grants. [am bound | 
to tell him that the first thing we con- 
sider is as to how far the County Council 
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spends the Local Taxation Fund for | 
agricultural purposes. We give the | 
money to a certain extent to those | 


counties which we see are trying to help | 
themselves, and I am sorry to say that 
in [Herefordshire a less proportion is 
spent on agricultural education than 
perhaps upon any other. 


| 


706 


supported by the County Councils. There 
is one change which | have introduced 
in regard to these grants which | think 
on the whole is a wise one. Hitherto we 
have given grants only to colleges which 
represented more than one county. That 
limitation is removed, and we shall give 
the grants even to colleges which deal 
with only one county. | am not at all 
sure but that some of these smaller 
colleges are just as useful as, or perhaps 
more useful than, the larger colleges. 
They are closer at hand for the farmers, 
the fees are generally smaller ; and they 
are more likely to be used by the actual 
farmers, who are the men we want to 
benefit, than are some of the larger 
colleges. At the same time, we give 
these grants to the large colleges because 
we feel that, although the farmer class 
are not sending their sons to these 
colleges as largely as we could wish—to 
some extent on account of the high fees 
—still, after all, we are passing through 
a time of transition, and there are other 
people besides farmers who want agri- 
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cultural education. The sons of landlords, 


and certainly land agents and estate 
agents. are being sent to these colleges, 
and it would be a very good thing indeed 
if we could have a class of land agents in 
future more closely in touch with agri- 


| cultural necessities than has been the case 
| in the past. 


So much for education. Now I come 
to the question of remounts, on which the 
hon. Members for the South Molton and 
the Spalding Divisions spoke | appear 
to have misunderstood a Question of the 
hon. Member which he put to me a 
few weeks ago as to a breeding establish- 
ment. I now understand that what he 


| really desires is to see something in the 


Sin JAMES RANKIN: 
County Council ? 


Outside the 


Mr. HANBURY: No. I 


County Council money. 


mean the) 


Sir JAMES RANKIN: I spoke with 
reference to grants to institutions outside 
the County Council money. | 


Mr. HANBURY: The County Couneils | 


do help these institutions very much | 
themselves, and the additional £1,000 
wh.ch Lhave at my disposal this year I 
have given to colleges which are being 


way of the provision of _ stallions 
encouraged by the State. Ithought he 


'wanted a large breeding establishment 


for Army purposes. As to the question 
of remounts, what I have impressed on 
the War Office is this—that, although the 
kind of horse that is wanted for the 
Army isnot a kind that it would pay the 


| farmer to breed, still it would be a useful 


thing if the War Office were to make it a 
great deal plainer than they do exactly 
what they want, the number of horses 
‘they require every year, and the price 
| they will give, so that the farmers may 


| have this information in front of them ; 


| 
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and in addition to that, that the Army 
buyers should be brought into much 
closer touch with the farmer than is at 
present the case. I am glad to say that 
the War Office has met me on all those 
points, and I hope that in a very short 
time we shall have this information. 
Of course, the case 1 put before the War 
Office was not that of the remounts in 
the present war, but as to their normal 
requirements in time of peace. I know 
that the normal requirements will not be 
very considerable, but, whether the 
requirements be great or small, | think 
the first opportunity ought to be given 
to farmers of the United Kingdom. 

Now we come to the more thorny 
question of muzzling. Complaints have 
been made as to the long existence of the 
muzzling order in Carmarthenshire. I 
regret it very much, but, after all, the 
muzzling order has been very successful 
in every part of the country except 
Carmarthenshire. Whether there is any- 
thing peculiar in the conformation or 
the people of Carmarthenshire, I cannot 
say, but the fact remains that for some 
unknown reason the disease has lingered 
there in a way that it has not in the 
rest of the country. Itis very likely due 
to the fact that it is a very thinly 
populated part of the world, and that 
there are few police about. The police 
are not very numerous in any country 
district, but in that district there are 
perhaps fewer than anywhere else, and 
it is no doubt more difficult to give due 
effect to the muzzling order there than 
in more thickly populated parts of the 
country. With regard to the exemption 
of sheep dogs, | entirely agree with 
my right hon. friend the Member 
for the Ripon Division. So far 
from making an exception in their 
ease, the tendency of my mind is 
rather in the opposite direction. If there 
was any outbreak, I should not hesitate 
to put on the muzzling order, without 
exemptions of any kind. We ought not 
to leave any loophole whatever for the 
spread of such a disease. That really is 
my main answer to the hon. Member 
for the Epping Division of Essex. He 
appeals very strongly indeed in favour 
of the pet dog which is taken abroad 
and which the owner wants to bring 
back to this country. But what really 
is the position? At the present moment 
Mr. Hanbury. 
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this country, with the exception of 
Carmarthenshire and a district around 
Plymouth, is free from rabies—a most 
terrible disease—while the continent js 
reeking with it, and I do not think that 
any precautions we can take would be 
too severe. I am asked why the regula- 
tions now should be more stringent than 
my predecessor thought necessary. For 
two reasons. Under the old regulations, 
the owner of a dog which he had owned 
for three months before bringing it back 
to this country was allowed to keep 
that dog in quarantine in his own house, 
and then at the end of three months, if 
certified by a veterinary surgeon to be 
free from disease, the dog was allowed to 
go loose. I am sorry to say that that 
privilege has been grossly abused. There 
has been case after case in which it has 
been found the regulations have not 
been observed. I think myself that that 
would be a sufficient reason for abolish- 
ing that privilege, and requiring the 
dogs to be kept under the eye ofa 
veterinary surgeon. Of course, the case 
has become stronger since the muzzling 
order was abolished. If such a dog 
strayed from its owner’s house without 
a muzzle when the muzzling order was 
in force, it could be detected at once, and 
it was known that the regulations were 
being disregarded. But now, when 
there is no muzzling order in force, a 
dog may ‘stray from ‘ts owner’s house, 
and there is no possibility of knowing 
that it is a dog which ought to be in 
quarantine. I confess that when I think 
of the millions of people in this country 
who are at the present moment iree 
from any risk ot rabies, and when I 
think of the few people who, after all, 
do take their dogs abroad—it is more a 
luxury than anything else—I feel that 
I must consider the public interest and 
the public health of those millions 
rather than the convenience of 4 
very small section of the community. 
Therefore I do not think they have any 
right whatever tocomplain of the altera- 
tion I have made that, instead of keep- 
ing their dogs for three months in their 
own house, such dogs should be kept for 
six months in quarantine and under 
proper charge. 

Now I come to the question of swine 
fever, and I am glad to say that during 
the first three months of this year there 
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have been fewer cases of swine fever than 
for many years past. Last year the 
disease was very widely spread, but this 
isthe best year we have had for some 
six or seven consecutive years. I have 
been asked whether this disease breaks 
out spontaneously, or whether it can 
only be conveyed by a bacillus. The 
veterinary surgeons of the Board have 
no doubt about it. They say it cannot 
originate spontaneously, and they are 
absolutely certain that the disease can 
only be caused by a bacillus being con- 
veyed from one place to another. I 
know there is a strong theory which a 
good many people attribute this disease 
to, and it is that feeding on maize or 
upon wash and swill has ‘had something 
to do with the spreading of this disease. 
Undoubtedly, it is a remarkable fact 
that we do get reports of swine fever 
increasing near large watering places 
during the tourist season, and it is 
thought that this is due to the use of 
wash and swill from the hotels and 
lodging houses which is supposed to 
atfect tle pigs. However that may be, 
undoubtedly there is an increase of the 
disease during the tourist season and in 
localities such as I have indicated. 
There was a great restriction with 
regard to the feeding on maize meal 
brought from America, where it was 
sud there was a great deal of swine 
fever which was not under proper super- 
vision. With regard to this point | am 
having very careful inquiries made on 
the subject in the United States, but I 
have not yet received replies sufficient to 
justify me in forming an opinion. The 
Committee, however, will see that we are 
inquiring into the matter, and it is 
possible that some extension of the 
outbreak of the disease ive be traced to 
this cause. But putting aside the question 
ot whether the disease is caused by feeding 
upon wash, our experts are absolutely 
certain that swine fever is not a disease 
which arises spontaneously, but it is due 
toinfection by a bacillus. On the West 
Coast of Scotland and England. after we 
had practic: uly stamped out the disease 
it has broken out again there, and the 
disease is largely traced from Ireland. 
Ihave been in communication with the 


Irish Board of Agriculture urging 
them to adopt very much more 
stringent regulations with regard to 
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swine fever, because I felt that if 
disease could not be dealt with as vigor- 
ously in Ireland as in England, it might 
be necessary to forbid the importation 
of pigs from Ireland into this country. 
I am glad to say that the Irish Board 
of Agriculture are now in accord with 
the English Board, and the regulations 
between the two countries wil! in future 
be practically on the same footing. I 
also hope that the regulations intro- 
duced some months ago with regard to 
pig-dealers may have some good effect, 
because I am quite sure that a good 
deal of this disease was spread by the 
carelessness of the dealers. 


With regard to anthrax, I am sorry to 
say that this disease is rather gaining 
ground. It has been suggested that the 
Board should disseminate information 
more freely as to the nature of this 
disease, but though itis easy to print 
leaflets it is not easy to get them to the 
farmers. It is very difficult for a central 
body to distribute leaflets, though a 
number of very well written ones have 
been printed, and I shall be glad of any 
assistance that can be given by the Press 
and the various agricultural societies in 
bringing them to the notice of the 
farmers. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE: I 
think they might also be sent to the 
various cattle shows. If the farmers 
could see the leaflets there they might 
ask for them. 


Mr. HANBURY: I think that is a 
good suggestion. I will consider what 
can be done to carry out the suggestion 
of the hon. Member for West Aberdeen- 
shire that the burning of the bodies 
should take place in cases of death from 
anthrax. 

With reference to railway rates, the 
only way I am concerned is in regard 
to the promise I gave in the House that 
I would do what I could to influence the 
President of the Board of Trade to deal 
with this subject. lam doing all I can 
in the matter, but I would suggest to 
hon. Members that there is also a Board 
of Trade Vote, and the agricultural 
Members interested in this subject 
might take that opportunity of express- 
ing their views upon this question, when 
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possibly my right hon. friend the Pre- 
sident of the Board of Trade may be able 
to give them a more satisfactory answer 
than | am able to give. 

I have been asked a question as t» 
bow the milk standard is working. On 
the whole, I think it is working well. I 
admit it is a low standard,but there is no 
possibility of raising it at present, and I 
know that if | had put it higher to start 
with it would have been a great injustice 
to the smaller men. 

Complaint has been made as to the 
County Councils not being informed 
of the result of a veterinary examination 
of a dog inoculated ior rabies. That is a 
matter upon which the local authorities 
ought to be informed at once, and this is 
now being done. The local authorities 
are the last people who ought to be in 
the dark on this subject. Until the 
question was put to me I was not aware 
of the fact, andecare has now been taken 
to remedy this omission. 

Canadian store cattle I cannot deal 
with now, but with regard to Argentine 
cattle [ will state my position frankly. 
As to the admission of cattle from the 
Argentine, I believe that that country 
is in the future going to become such 
an important source of supply to this 
country that the trade ought to be 
placed on such a footing that it cannot 
be intercepted or broken into by an 
outbreak of disease. It is quite possible 
that for some months past there has 
been no authenticated case of foot-and- 
mouth disease in the Argentine, but 
I carinot shut my eyes to the fact that 
it is a very large country. Although 
the Government of that country has, 
with the most complete ona fides, 
certified that the country is tree from 
the disease, I have sufficient evidence 
to lead me to believe that they have 
been misled. |] am aware that that 
statement has been made with the 
greatest good faith on the part of the 
Argentine Government, but on account 
of the vast extent of their country and 
its thin population they cannot have the 
necessary information, and it has been 
found that there are cases of disease 
which they were not acquainted with. 
I wish to be especially cautious in open- 
ing our ports, because if they have to 
be closed again it will be very difficult 
to reopen them. I have represented to 
Mr. Hanbury. . 
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the Argentine Government that. this 
country is practically their only 
customer, and that they ought to take 
the most stringent precautions to pre- 
vent the importation of disease into 
their own country. We do not allow 
the slaughter at our ports of cattle from 
that country, and we have a right to 
expect that the Argentine Government 
should themselves take precautions 
similar to our own. I do not think it 
is too much to ask them to do this, be- 
cause it isto their own interest as well 
as ours, for any outbreak of the disease 
might have the effect of again stopping 
the importation of cattle, and it would 
be a bad thing, both for the Argentine 
and the consumers of meat in this 
country, if there were any uncertainty 
about the supply. 

I think | have now touched upon 
nearly all the points which have been 
raised in the course of this discussion 

Reference has been made to the 
necessity fora Bill dealing with shcep 
worrying. I had hoped that I should 
have been able to introduce a Bill dealing 
with that subject, but 1 have had so 
many applications from various local 
authorities in the kingdom that i shall 
not be able to bring in a Bill dealing 
only with Seotland. ‘Lhe conditions in 
the two countries are somewhat different, 
but I shall try to get a Bill into shape 
dealing with Great Britain generally, 
and to introduce it before the end of the 
so as to afford opportunity 
of discussion to those interested in 
the subject. Ido not hope that it will be 
passed this session, but it will give an idea 
of what we propose to do in another 
session. 

The next question has reference to the 
examination of fertilisers. |My hon. 
friend suggests that they should be 
examined by inspectors. 1 should like 
to go into that question a great deal 
more fully with my hon. friend and my 
advisers at the Board of Agriculture. 
It is to a certain extent a technical 
question, and I do not wish to reply off 
hand. I think there must be something 
wrong, and I should be very glad to take 
any steps which would bring the benefits 
of the Act within the range of certain 
of the smaller farmers. I do not think 
they get the benefit from the Act which 
Whether 


session, 


they might reasonably expect. 
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that is owing to their own fault or the 
technicalities of the Act Ido not know, 
but | am trying to get some information 
onthe subject. Perhaps my hon. friend 
will consult with me privately on the 
matter, and I will see what can be done. 
A suggestion has also been made to 
make the milk clauses which are intro- 
duced into the private Bills of local 
authorities of general application. At 
first sight it would appear that what is 
good tor local corporations is also good 
ior the country generally, and I will 
consider the point. I hope that after 
my long statement the mover of the 


Amendment will not think it necessary 
to reduce my salary. 
O65.) Sir EDWARD STRACHEY 


asked leave to withdraw the Amendment. 
The right hon. Gentleman having 
given assurances of what he would do 
in future, the Committee might for 
another year put off reducing his salary. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


2. Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £18,442, 
be cranted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1903, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Charity Commission for 


Enzland and Wales.”’ 


*(5.8.) Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottingham- 
shire, Rusheliffe) said that in 1894 a 
Committee sat and inquired into the 
operations and status of the Charity Com- 
Missioners at considerable length. The 
Committee presented a Report which 
he ventured to say at this moment con- 
tained, with the evidence given, the best 
account of the powers, duties, and 
lunctions of the Charity Commission. His 
conplaint against the Charity Commis- 
sion was that it stood ina very anomalous 
position to this House, their being no 
Min‘ster representing that body here. He 
tased nocomplaint nowagainst the mode 
in which that body discharged its 
lunctions, nor against the hon. Member 
lorthe Tonbridge Division who so ably 
represented it in the House, but he 
thought that instead of a private 
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' Member there should be in the House a 


Minister specially representing the Com- 
mission. During the sitting of the 1894 
Committee there came to light a very 
remarkable Minute which was drawn 
up by the late Mr. Smith, who was then 
First Lord of the Treasury, in 1888, 
dealing with the Charity Commission. 
The ‘Treasury had been approached 
for furzher grants in aid, and Mr. 
Smith pointed out the increasing cost, 
and expressed the opinion that pretty 
swift steps should be taken to bring 
the Commission within more reasonable 
limits. He suggested that the Com- 
missioners should come back to their 
original number of three, and _ his 
Minute declared that the policy of 
the ‘Treasury should be firm and 
vigorous with regard to this body. 
He was glad that Mr. Smith’s views 
had in the long run __ prevailed, 
and that part of the work of the 
Charity Commissioners had been trans- 
ferred to the Education Department. 
He hoped the process would be carried 
still further. The 1894 Committee 
consisted of fifteen members who were 
markedly divided by political differences. 
As Chairman of the Committee he 
drafted the Report which was accepted 
by the Committee, and a very able 
teport on the other side was drafted 
by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Penrith division. He was 
glad to know that the principles of 
the Report and of Mr. Smith's 
Minute had to some cxtent been carried 
out. The gist of the matter Jay in 
paragraph 8 of the Committee's Report 
which referred to the Parliamentary 
weakness of the Commission. The 
Committee remarked 
‘*This arises in some 
from the want of accurate knowledge on 
the part of the public and Parliament of 
the work of the Commission, but also from 
that jea‘ousy on the part of Parliament of 
public Departments not brought in the usnal 
way under its control. ‘The position of 
the Charity Commissioners has now become 
analogous to that of the old Poor Law Com- 
mission, which it was found necessary to 
abolish, and to replace with a Minister re- 
sponsible to the House and the country.” 


degree possibly 


Without being offensive, he thought he 
might describe the old Poor Law Com- 
mission as having actually stank to the 
nostrils of the public, and it had to be dis- 
solved. What he was now advocating had. 
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in principle been endorsed by Mr. Disraeli, 
and had been embodied at the end of the 
Report of 1894, when the Select Com- 
mittee recommended that the Charity 
Commissioners should be merged in the 
Board of Education represented in this 
House by the Minister of Education who 
should be fully responsible for all their 
proceedings in this House. In due time, 
and before very long, the opportunity 
would occur of making some change 
in this direction. He did not wish 
it to be understood that he brought 
any charge against any of the 
members of the Charity Commission. 
He did not say for a moment that the 
members thereof were doing anything 
but good. His objection to the Com- 
mission was entirely a constitutional one. 
Turning to the cost of the Charity 
Commission, it was, he believed, at the 
present moment £33,442 as against 
£30,742 in the year 1894-5. He 
was bound to say that he did not see 


the necessity for that increase. He 
thought that there would not be 
much difference of opinion in the 


Committee on that subject, and that 
the operations of the Commission 
could be conducted quite as successfully 
as at present for a very much less sum 
than £33,442, and that an enormous 
reduction might be accomplished in that 
direction. That, however, was not the 
main point which he wished to urge. Of 
course the matter to which he was going 
to refer was not one which the Secretary 
tothe Treasury could deal with, and there 
really was no Minister on the Treasury 
Bench who could give an authoritative 
reply to the point which he wished to 
urge. He merely raised the matter now 
tocall attention to it in view of the per- 
sonal changes that must inevitably occur 
before long. 


(5.23.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) said that no doubt the point 
raised by the hon. Member was of very 


considerable importance. He under- 
stood that the hon. Gentleman’s 
suggestion was that the Charity 


Commission should be merged in the 

Board of Education, or that it should be 

represented directly by a Minister in this 

House. [Mr. ELLIs was understood to 

dissent.] Very well; in regard to the 

merging of the Charity Commission in 
Mr. John Ellis. 
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the Board of Education, no one was 
more jealous of the privileges of the 
House in regard to the control of 
expenditure, but in his opinion, so far as 
the House could control expenditure, it 
could exercise it just as well now as if 
the Charity Commissioners were placed 
under another Department. There 
were, on the Estimates, the salaries of 
many of the officials of the Charity 
Commissioners which were open to 
criticism and reduction. He confessed 
that he did not see in this case any 
advantage to be gained by a change in 
the constitution or position of the 
Charity Commission —all the more 
that the hon. Gentleman had assumed 
that all the schemes with which the 
Charity Commission had to deal were 
educational charities. A large propor- 
tion of those charities had nothing to do 
with education, and therefore he thought 
that the Charity Commissior ought to 
have aseparate existence. What was the 
Charity Commission? It was strictly 
and truly speaking a sort of excrescence 
on the Court of Chancery—he did not 
know whether it was good or bad—ior 
the purpose of defeating the intentions 
of the pious founder. ‘That was its 
special function which it had been 
discharging for a long time; and so 
long as that function was maintained 
by Parliament, the | Commission 
should have a_ separate existence. 
He had a grievance against the hon. 
Member for Tunbridge. There was a 
small and admirable town in_ this 
kingdom, perhaps the most admirable 
of all. It was a very old town, and from 
the very beginning of its history it had 
been prolific in pious founders, beginning 
with King John. There was no town, 
in fact, of its size, which had so many 
foundations for apprenticing boys, grant- 
ing dowries to girls when married, 
maintaining schools, and hundreds of 
other charities. He meant King’s Lynn, 
and his constituents naturally took a 
great interest in these charities, which 
they rightly thought were their own 
endowments. He had endeavoured to 
ascertain what the total amount of these 
charities was, and what was done with 
them all. He applied to the Charity 
Commissioners, and they replied that 
they had not had any accounts for 
That seemed to him a very 
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remarkable dereliction of duty on the 
art of the Commissioners, because 
under the Charitable Trusts Act of 1855 
the Charity Commissioners had most 
complete powers for obtaining the 
accounts of all charities; and if they 
had any difficulty in obtaining these 
accounts they were armed with the most 
tremendous powers of coercion. He 
recognised that his hon. friend the 
Member for Tunbridge, on his representa- 
tion, endeavoured to obtain, and had 
obtained, a portion of the accounts of 
some of the charities in King’s Lynn; 
but, after all, such accounts as he had 
been able to get had been obtained at 
his own expense. He insisted that the 
Charity Commissioners ought to supply 
copies of these accounts gratis, to be 
placed in the Town Hall. The accounts 
which he procured he had sent down to 
the Town Hall of King’s Lynn, where 
the people in large numbers enjoyed 
their perusal from morning to evening. 
He thought that the Commissioners 
ought to have more allowed them for 
the purpose of copying accounts than 
they now had, and that economy might 
be exercised in cutting down the in- 
ordinate sums for printing Papers which 
only found their way in the paper basket. 
He could not move to reduce the hon. 
Gentleman’s salary because he did not 
possess one, nor could he move to reduce 
that of the First Commissioner, who had 
i salary of £1,800 a year, because that 
Vote was not before the House, but he 
would like to know why the Commission 
had kept him waiting so long for an 
account of the charities, and why they 
had made him pay £8 or £10 for a copy. 
He suggested that the Commission should 
economise on their printing bill, and 
not send so many Papers to Members of 
this House. 


*(5.33.) Mr. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.) 
endorsed the views of the hon. Members 
for Rusheliffe and King’s Lynn as to the 
anomalous position of the Charity Com- 
mission, the disgraceful mannerin which 
it at times had dealt with charities. In 
days gone by the hon. Gentleman in 
charge of the Vote was only too ready 
to join in the attacks made on this 
anomalous body. 


walous in upholding their shameless pro- | 
As to the absurd Papers sent | 


ceedings. 
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to Members of that House, they were a 
self glorification of the Commissioners. 
Certainly he thought no money ought 
to be charged to a Member for informa- 
tion with regard to the charities in his 
own constituency. He called attention 
to the treatment of the schools of St. 
Paul's, Finsbury, by the Commissioners, 
who refused to allow the charity to 
leave the money they had obtained for 
the sale of their property on derosit in 
the Bank of England, absolutely requir- 
ing them to purchase Consols, which 
had at one time stood at 112. When 
this charity had built new schools 
with the money they believed they pos- 
sessed and came to realise their Consols 
they found they had to sell at 92, so 
that there was now a deficiency, 
with the natural result that one of 
the first persons asked to decrease it was 
the Member for East Finsbury. It wasan 
absurdity that there was no real Parlia- 
mentary representative of the Commis- 
sion and no real Parliamentary control. 
All the work with regard to educational 
endowments ought to be transferred to 
the Education Department. 


*Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hag- 
gerston) said he desired to elicit some 
information with regard to the St. 
Katharine’s Hospital. He had brought 
the matter to the attention of the House 
on four or five previous occasions, and 
divided the House upon the question. 
Ile proposed to follow out that practice 
on the present occasion, and in order to 
put himself in order he moved the 
reduction of the Vote by £100. He did 
not propose to go at length into the 
history of this charity, which had been 
described by more then one Charity 
Commissioner in the House as little less 
than a public scandal. This, perhaps, 
was the oldest of our charities. It was 
founded in 1273 by Queen Matilda, 
and had an income of nearly £15,000 
a year. It formerly occupied the site on 
which were now the St. Katharine’s 
Docks. He now desired to know how 
that enormous sum of money was spent. 
Nine years ago he put the question to 
the then Charity Commissioner, and 


| elicited from him the fact that there 
Now he was just as’ 


was a Master, who had a salary of 
£1,000 or £1,200 a year, but nobody 
knew what he did for it; that there 
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were three brethren, who each had a 
house given to them to live in and a 
salary of £300 a year besides, for the 
performance of duties which were abso- 
lutcly unknown to anybody, all that 
was known was that they let their 
houses and added the amount received 
to their salaries; there were also three 
sisiers with salaries of £200 a year each, 
whose duties were a mystery but two of 
whom followed the example of the 
brethren and let their houses and 
so inereased their salaries. There 
were also a number of bedesmen 
and bedeswomen with salaries, though 
whit they did nobody knew. A number 
of nurses also had £50 a year each, 
though who they nursed, or whether 
they nursed anybody was not known. 
Then, to givea little spice of charity to the 
institution, a handful of boys and girls 
were clothed and educated. From the 
first there was a bad odour in regard to 
this charity, for in 1698 reports were 
furnished and suggestions made for very 
drastie reforms, and more recently at 
dilfierent periods a number of Com 
missioners had been appointed to inquire 
into the administration of the charity. 
Some years ago the Charity Commission 
app inted a member of their own body 
to make inquiries. He made a very 
valuable Report, recommending drastic 
reforms in the »dministration of the 
charity, but that Report was never given 
effet to, the London School Board also 
made an inquiry and arrived at 
practically the same conclusions. But at 
the present time the scandal Was almost, 
if not quite as bad as it ever had been. 
In 1895 the Parliamentary representative 
of the Charity Commissioners, in reply 
to questions in the House, stated that 
the amount expended by the charity on 
education was £561 per annum, the 


amount upon salaries was £3,209, 
the amount on gifts was £190, 
and the expenses of management 


£3.193. The Commissioner was there- 
fore quite justified in describing this 
state of thngs as a _ monstrous 
scandal. There had been some tiny 
efforts at reform, he believed, and the 
master, Who used to have a salary of 
£1.200 a year and a splendid house, 
which he let for £700 a year, had now 
bees: deprived of the house, but no one 
knew what services he rendered for the 


lr. Cremer. 
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salary he received. He wished to know 
whether the figures given by the Charity 
Commissioner in 1893 were to be re.ied 
on today, and whether any more was 
expended on education, and whether it 
was in contemplation, as was suggested 
last year by the hon, Member, to consult 
the Attorney General as to whether 
something could not be done to give 
effect to the recommendations of the 
various Commissions which had inquired 
into the management of this charity, 
and place it upon a sound footing. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That a sum, not exceeding £18,342 be 
granted for the said service.’ — (Jr. 
Cremer.) 


(5.50) Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN 
(Kent, Tunbridge) said that as a 
reduction had been moved it would 
be more convenient to deal with 
this particular charity first of all, 
with regard to St. Katharine’ 
Hospital. The hon. Member was in error 
in saying that he(Mr. Boscawen) admitted 
last year that there was any scandal in 
the management. What he said was 
that it was impossible for him to know 
anything of the particular question 
until he had received notice; that he 


would make inquiries, and_ that 
if such a state of affairs existed, as 
the hon. Member asserted, in the 


ease of any charity, and the trustees 


were unwilling to move aiter having 
been approached by the Charity 


Commissioners the only course was 
to cite a case for the Attorney General. 
The facts of the case were these. St. 
Katharine’s Hospital was originally 
situated in the East-end on the ground 
now occupied by the St. Katharine’s 
Docks, and when that ground was 
taken for the docks in 1825 the charity 
was removed to Regent’s Park. ‘This 
was done under a scheme of the Court 
of Chancery, andthe Charity Com mission, 
which was not in existence at the time, 
of course could not be held responsible. 
What had oecurred since was simply this. 
The patronage was vested absolutely in 
Her Majesty. It belonged to the late 
Queen, but as it appertained to Queens 
Consort, it now belonged to her present 
Majesty. The jurisdiction of the charity 
was excercised by the Queen by means 
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of rules drawn up by the Lord Chan- 
cellor, and the Charity Commissioners 
had no power whatever to interfere in the 
administration of the trust. He did not 
for a moment allow that there was any 
sort of scandal in this matter, and he 
disclaimed any responsibility for the 
words used in regard to it by the late 
Mr. Ellis, when Parliamentary Charity 
Commissioner in 1893. It might have 
been a strong thing to move the charity 
from the East-end to the West, but this 
was all done under the scheme of 1825 
In 1868 a Royal Commission inquired 
into the endow ments of the charity, and 
he believed their recommendations were 
carried into effect. In 1878 the Lord 
Chancellor, in conformity with a warrant 
under Her Majesty's sign manual, drew 
up new rules for the management of the 
hospital. These rules fixed the master’s 
stipend at £800 and the brothers’ and 
sisters’ stipend at £300 ; the master was 
required to reside three-quarters of the 
year in the dwelling house appointed for 
him, and the brothers and sisters were 
prohibited from letting their houses in 
case of non-residence. So far as he was 
aware those rules had been carried out 
since; but even if they had not, the 
Charity Commissioners had no_ juris- 
diction in the matter. Their jurisdiction 


was limited to the property, and 
in case of anv sale, or anything of 
that sort, they would have to be 
consulted. With regard to any other 


information the hon. Gentleman re- 
quired or any other inquiries he desired 
to make, he must refer him to the 
Members of the Front Bench, who might 
be able to give some information on the 
subjec t. 


Mr. CREMER: Were the 
quoted correct ? 


figures | 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said 
as to the figures quoted by the hon. 
Member for Haggerston, they had refer- 
ence to a certain year. and he could not 
say whether they were applicable at the 
present moment. Turning to the 
general question, whether the system 
under which he was called upon to act 
was the best system was a question for 
greater persons tha | he to decide. He was 
there under the present system. But in 
regard to the general attack made on 
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the administration of the office, he would 
like to say that the Commission had 
endeavoured to carry out the duties put 
upon it by the law in a proper manner. 
It might be that there had been cases, 
especial vy under the Endowed Schools 
Act, in which the original wish of the 
founders had been interfered with in a 
manner calculated to cause a certain 
amount of discontent. There was a 
time when it was held that the elee- 
mosynary work of these charities did 
very little good, and it was thought 
better to divert their funds to educa- 
tional purposes. He believed the Com- 
missioners hid done a great educational 
work, for which the country was deeply 
indebted to them, and it was not for him 
to cast any slur uponthem. To subject 
the Commissioners to the —— of Edu- 
cation would, he thought, be the worst 
way of remedying any menel complaint 
which existed in this matter. As to the 
complaint that the Commissioners had 
nut obtained the accounts of the chari- 
ties for King’s Lynn, he stated that the 
Commissioners had now been able to 
obtain those accounts. about which there 
was at first some delay. He did not 
know the facts of the case to which the 
hon. Member for East Finsbury had called 


attention, but he would inquire into 
them. 
(6.8) Sir HENRY FOWLER (Welver- 


hampton, E.): I regret that the Under- 
Secretary for the Home Department is 
debarred from answering the speech 
which the hon. Member has just tade 


to the Committee. Ever since the 
Charity Commission was _ instituted 
twenty years ago, the answers given in 


this House to our inquiries and com- 
plaints have been the same as that which 
the hon. Member has just given. li the 
hon. Gentleman will allow me to say so, he 
has not touched one of the points that 
have been brought to his attentien. 
The hon. Member, in his reply, told us 
that he was carrying out the law and 
that the Charity Commission were duing 
something. But what the House of 
Commons wants is an opportunity of 
bringing to bear upon the official repre- 
sentative of the Charity Commission 


that judgment which we are entitled to 
express upon what, in our ignorance, we 
might think inefficient administration of 
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the charities, and upon the perpetuation 
of this do-nothing policy. With regard 
to the publication of accounts, I agree 
with the hon. Member for King’s Lynn, 
and | am certain that if these accounts 
were handed over to the county of Norfolk 
they would receive much better supervi- 
sion than they do now. What I want to 
ask is what has been put to the Secretary 
to the Treasury before, and that is, why 
we have this Vote at all. Why are not 
the expenses of this Commission paid by 
the charities which they administer? I 
would like to see this Vote reduced not 
by £100, but by £30,000. I have no 
doubt that the right hon. Gentleman will 
say that what is suggested is impractic- 
able. Mr. Disraeli, Mr. Gladstone, Sir 
Stafford Northcote, Mr. Goschen—and | 
think these names are fairly representa- 
tive of the Treasury—all admitted that it 
was practicable to put the cost of the 
administration of these charities on the 
charities themselves, and that such a 
proposal ought to be carried out. {The 
right hon. Gentleman read an extract 
from evidence given by Sir Ilenry Long- 
levy before the Departmental Com- 
mittee of 1893.| If the House had 
an opportunity of expressing its opinion 
upon the question whether our object 
should be to curtail the expendi- 
ture upon the charities representing 
such a very large sum of money, | 
think we should decide that the charities 
ought to pay. This can be done very 
eisily whenever the Treasury makes up 
its mind to do it. The cost of this 
Charity Commission ought not to be 
charged upon the Consolidated Fund, 
but it ought to be defrayed by those 
charities for whose benefit the Charity 
Commission exists. The present Secre- 
tary to the Treasury isa young man of 
very great ability and power, and of 
great ambition. and | take this oppor- 
tunity of pointing out to him that here 
is a field for him which has _ been 
favourably commented upon by such 
distinguished men as Mr. Disraeli, Mr, 
Gladstone, Sir Stafford Northcote, Mr. 
Goschen, and others. Here is a chance 
for the hon. Member to once again re-open 
He should not ask the 
Charity Commissioners whether this is 
practicable or impracticable, but he ought 


this question. 


to say to them that it is the decision of | 


Nir Hen ry Fowler. 
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the Government that this shall be done, 
and in a very few weeks time the Com. 
missioners would submit a plan. 


(6.20.) THe FINANCIAL SECRE. 
TARY To THE TREASURY (Mr. Avsrey 
CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): | 
congratulate the hon. Member for Ton- 
bridge upon the ability and the fulness 
with which he has answered the various 
questions put to him by hon. Members 
of the Committee. I think every hon. 
Member of the Committee will feel the 
great difficulty anyone representing 
the Charity Commission has in coming 
down here and being subject to the 
liability of being cross-questioned with- 
out notice upon any one of some seventy 
or eighty different charities, for the 
administration of which the Charity Com- 
mission are in some degree responsible. 
Obviously, it is only when notice is given 
of the intention to refer to a particular 
charity, or when the subject happens to 
be fresh in the mind of my hon. friend, 
that satisfactory information can be 
given about it. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: 
with that. 


[ quite agree 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | 
am glad that my right hon. friend agrees 
with me upon that point We all 
recognise what a difficult task my hon. 
friend has had to discharge, and we all 
recognise the courtesy and success with 
which he has discharged that duty. The 
hon. Member for Rusheliffe and the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite have, however, 
raised a rather different question, namely, 
the position of the Charity Commission 
asa whole. Both the hon. Member and 
the right hon. Gentleman, as I under 
stand them, desire that the Charity 
Commission shali be gently brought toa 
close, and that its work and its staff, | 
presume, shall be swallowed up by some 
other Department of State; and they 
urge as a ground for taking this course 
that its representation in this House is 
anomalous, and that it is not sufficiently 
subject to Parliamentary control. | must 
point out, in the first place, that, after 
all, the position of the Charit y Commission 
is not so unique as the speeches to which 
we have just listened would lead the 
House to believe. After all, it is very 
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similar to the position of the Civil Service 
Commission or the other Departments 
whose Votes are included in the class 
we are now discussing, and which have 
no direct salaried representatives in this 
House, but for which the Secretary to 
the Treasury is held to be responsible. 
The only difference is that in 
this case we have, not a_ salaried 
ofticer, but a Gentleman directly re- 
presenting the Commission itself, sitting 
in this House, who is able to give the 
Committee that amount of detailed in- 
formation which I think the Secretary 
to the Treasury could not possibly be 
able to give. But, so far as information 
is concerned, I think the Committee is 
perhaps in a better position for getting 
that information on this Vote than 
upon some of the Votes for other 
Departments, which are not directly 
represented by a salaried Minister. and 
with regard to which there is not 
present in the House itself an unsalaried 
member of the ordinary working staff of 
the Department. But then, Sir, if a 
widercontrol is required, and some method 
isdesired of bringing to bear upon the 
Com missionthe pressure of Parliamentary 
opinion, or of indicating what that 
opinion is, there is the ordinary resort to 
Parliamentary opposition—there is the 
power to move a reduction such as has 
been moved of the whole of the salaries 
of tie Commission which are borne upon 
this Vote, and exception can be taken to 
those salaries by any member of the 
Committee. I think if we were to do 
what the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
proposes, and transfer the whole of this 
charge from the Votes to the local 
authorities orto the charities themselves, 
Pa liament, instead of gaining control, 
would lose it. 


Sin.) HENRY FOWLER : 


charities themselves. 


Not the 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: ] 
thought the right hon. Gentleman meant 
the expense. but if he will look back 
upon his own speech he will see that he 
made two or three suggestions which 
are very inconsistent the one with the 
other In the first place, he suggested 
that the work of the Commission should be 
transferred to another Government De- 
partment 
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House. Then, the work of the Commis- 
sion is to be transferred tothe local author- 
ities, and the Commission is apparently to 
continue, and all the expenses are to be 
charged to the charities themselves. 


Sm HENRY FOWLER: [ did not at 
all endorse the view of the hon. Member 
for Rusheliffe. What I said was that the 
expense should be charged to the 
charities. I wanted the Charity Com- 
mission to be responsible to the House, 
because the Government of the day have 
always held that they had no respon- 
sibility for the schemes of the Charity 
Commission. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: J 
think it is clear that if we remove the Vote 
the House will lose such control as it 
has, be that control little or great. | 
have a great deal of sympathy with the 
right hon. Gentleman’s views as to giving 
the local authorities greater control and 
power in these matters. I think | 
remember speeches made by the right 
hon. Gentleman on the Parish Councils 
Bill which hardly went so far in that 
direction as some of us urged him to go 
at the time, and certainly not so far as 
he urges us to go now. I entirely 
associate myself with what my hon. 
friend the Member for Tonbridge has 
said upon this point. The Charity Com- 
mission have, after all,carried outthe ideas 
which were prevalent in the country at 


a certain time, Finding themselves 
largely bound by statute, they have 


continued to carry out those ideas even 
after the opinion of the country has 
changed ; and now the work which they 
are doing, instead of being in harmony 
with the general opinion of the day, is, I 
think, in conflict with it. Having had 
some experience, not as Financial Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, but as the Member 
for a _ constituency which is the 
fortunate possessor of some of the 
most lucrative charities, | must say 
that I always found the Charity Com- 
missioners most willing to meet the 
w shes of the localities and ready to give 
such assistance as would make the 
charities of the greatest benefit to those 
for whom they were intended—namely, 
the poor of the district themselves. It 
would not be right for me not to pay 
that tribute to the Charity Commission, 
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after my own personal experience of | 
their work in these matters, because | | 


have been brought into considerable 
relations with them in the course of 
the last few years. The right hon. 


Gentleman invites me, as a young man, 
to enter upon the task of charging upon 
the charities the cost of their administra- 
tion, inspection, and control. In order 
to encourage me upon that enterprise, 
the right hon. Gentleman cites to me 
great names of those who have expressed 
a favourable opinion upon this subject 
in the past, and he mentions Mr. 
Disraeli, Mr. Gladstone, Sir Stafford 
Northeote, and Mr. Goschen, who have | 
been previous Secretaries to the Treasury. 
Yes, Sir, but why, if all these right hon. 
Gentlemen have expressed these favour- 
able opinions of the proposal, has the 
proposal never been carried out? I 
think Lam not quit» so young as to be led 
away by the invitation of my right hon. 
friend. After all, the right hon. Gentle- 
man should remember that Mr. 
Gladstone himself not only expressed 
an opinion in favour of such a proposal, 
but he proposed a tax in order to do it, 
and afterwards withdrew it, because 
from his own side of the House not one 
sngle Member came forward to support 
him. That is not very encouraging. and 
unless I see a much greater prospect of 
such a proposal heing accepted by the 
Committee than I see at the present 
time, | think it would be not merely 
but harmful, to make such a 
simply for the purpose of 
having to withdraw it. I submit that 
the control the Committee exercise, 
though it may not be direct, is sufficient 
for the purpose of making public opinion 
felt upon the Charity Commission. 
The great complaint used to be 
that the Government Whips were 
able to secure a majority for the 
schemes of the Charity Commission, 
although the Government disclaimed 
all responsibility for such schemes. 
The Charity Commissioners are bound 
by the statutes under whch they act, 
and they cannot of their own free will 
dispense with these statutes. If they | 
are dissatisfied with the statutes, they 
ought to represent the matter to Parlia- 
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certain respects, but no Government up 
to the present time has given them the 
new powers for which they have asked, 
It is not they who are wholly to blame. 
Although I am sure my hon. friend 
richly deserves a salary, the adoption 
of the proposal would not give wuch 
greater control than we have at present, 


* (6.31.) Mr. JOHN ELLIS said there 
Was one misconception on the part of 
the hon. Member in regard to his 
attitude in this matter. The proposal 
in the Report of the Committee of which 
he was Chairman was that the functions 
of the Charity Commission should be 
transferred to a sub-department of what 
the Committee called the Ministry of 
Education. Now, it did not follow fora 
moment that if the functions of the 
Board of Education were enlarged so as 
to include the administration of the 
charities, and its official deseription was, 
say, the Ministry of Education and 
Charities, this would ensue — which 
he should depreeate—-that they should 
divert the funds of these charities 
necessarily to educational purposes. He 
was very well satisfied with the direction 
matters were taking ; events had proved 
that everything was moving in the 
direction recommended in the Report. 
He ventured to say that, whether it was 
done by hon. Gentlemen now sitting on 
the other side or by Gentlemen sitting 
below him, more would be done in the 
same direction. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the hon. 
Gentleman had asked the Committee 
seriously to believe that the failure of 
the Commission to get the accounts of 
the King’s Lynn Charities for seven or 
eight years was because they had heen 
refused by Mr. Beloe, who was a very 
respectable small attorney. The hon. 
Gentleman had enormous powers of 
coercion, and he could have taken Mr 
Beloe to Whitehall and kept him there 
until he produced the accounts. He 
wished to know from his hon. friend, the 
official, though unpaid, defender of the 
Charity Commission, whether they in- 
tended to go on spending enormous sums 


yearly in printing useless Papers; and, 
They have again and again} further, whetherthere was no appropria- 


expressed dissatisfaction with the law in | tion in aid}for the Commission. He had 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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himself paid the hon. Gentleman £10 
forhis copy of the accounts of the King’s 
Lynn charities, and do doubt other 
persons had paid similar sums. What 
was done with that money? He asked 
the hon. Gentleman to make an_umende 
to his friend Mr. Beloe for what he had 
stated concerning that gentleman. 


(6.38.) Mr. HUMPHREYS -OWEN 
said he had, during the last 


eight or ten years, had _ constant 
occasion to deal with the Charity Com- 
missioners on matters of considerable 
importance, and he wished to bear his 
most cinphatic testimony to the excellent 
and business-like manner in which their 
work was done. He did not confine 
what he said to the educational part of 
their work, because he tound in connec- 
tion with a small village charity the 
Commissioners fully considered the wishes 
of the locality, and the scheme which 
they ultimately framed was carried with- 
out any dissent whatever. The hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn had com- 
plained of being overburdened with 
the Papers issued by the Commission. 
He thought the Papers sent out by the 
Commission were full of interest, and of 
the greatest value to the different locali- 
ties in the way of preserving evidence 
about charities, in bringing to light 
charities which had been forgotten, and 
in recalling charities which had _ been 
misused. He supposed the Commissioners 
were bound by statute to issue these 
Papers to all the Members of the House, 
but. whether it was done under statute 
or in accordance with custom, he hoped 
that nothing would be done to lessen 
the completeness with which they were 
sent out. Considerable complaint had 
been made that part of the work of the 
Charity Commissioners took the form 
of poaching on the preserves of the 
Court of Chancery. He held that it 
was most desirable in the public interest 
that decisions legal principles 
should be given in the manner in which 


upon 


they were given by the Charity Commis- 
sioners without the excessive formality 
and the enormous cost which attended 
the obtaining of decisions upon ques- 
tionsin the Court of Chancery. Reforms 
the Charity Commission required were 

VOL, CViil. 
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only in regard to matters of administra- 
tion. There was nothing at all in- 
efficient, or hide-bound and savouring 
of red tape, in the manner in which the 
work was done. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said the Char- 
ity Commissioners had invariably admin- 
istered the Welsh Intermediate Eduea- 
tion Act in a broad and liberal spirit, and 
it would be most ungrateful for the Welsh 
people, so far as the educational work was 
concerned, to cast any reflection on the 
Commissioners. He called attention 
to two sums which were now lying in 
the bank, and which formed the ultimate 
proceeds of the collection made forty 
years ago to assist persons in distress 
in consequence of the cotton famine. 
The persons in the cotton districts for 
whom this money was originally inten- 
ded were probably all dead by this time. 
He hoped the hon. Member would be 
able to give an assurance that something 
would be done in the direction of apply- 
ing the money to some local charity, 
such as a dispensary or convalescent 
home. Surely it was only fair in a 
matter of this sort that the desire of the 
subscribers should be respected. There 
was no special distress in the cotton 
districts at the present time calling for 
relief. He was told that the doctrine 
of sypres, to which allusion had been 
made, prevented this being carried out, 
but surely, one would imagine, they 
were getting as near as possible to the 
intention of the donors of the charity 
if they applied the money in the district 
in which it was actually raised. 


(6.45.) Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN 


said he was very much obliged to 
the hon. Members who had _ just 
spoken for what they had said 
about the Charity Commission. The 


Commissioners had always endeavoured 
to do their best in the administration of 
the educational endowments with which 
they had been concerned. With refer- 
ence to the small local cases mentioned 
by the hon. Member for Flint Boroughs, 
he was aware of the circumstances, but 
was sorry that he could not meet the 
hon. Gentlemanin the matter. The case 
was rather peculiar. At the time of the 
Lancashire cotton famine, funds were 
raised all over the kingdom, and among 
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other places two funds were started in 
Holywell, in Flintshire, both having the 
same object in view, viz., the relief of 
those who suffered trom the cotton 
famine, principally in Lancashire, but to 
some extent also in Cheshire and the 
West Riding of Yorkshire. A consider- 
able sum was handed over for relief, but 
the whole of the money was not ex- 
pended, and there remained in the Holy- 
well Bank a balance of £60 in respect of 
one fund, and £55 in respect of the other. 
The trustees were all dead, and the people 
for whom the money was collected were 
all dead, or were not now subject to 
distress due to the Cotton Famine. 
In fact, here was a case where charity 
funds existed, and where the object of 
the charity had entirely failed, and the 
Charity Commissioners had to apply the 
doctrine of cy-pres. In applying that 
dectrine, two principles were involved— 
first, the object selected for the benefit 
of the fund should be as near as _ possible 
that which the donors had in view ; and, 
second, that it should not be extended 
beyond the class for whom it was in- 
tended. The Charity Commissioners had 
to ask what was the class for whom this 
charity was intended, and which was the 
nearest object to the original? Follow- 
ing that doctrine, and guided by two pre- 
cedents, they had come to the conclusion 
that, as this money had been originally 
subscribed for the relief of operatives in 
Lancashire, Cheshire, and Yorkshire, it 
was their duty to apply it to operatives 
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living in these districts. He could 
assure the hon. Member that the 
Charity Commissioners individually 
would have been most willing to 
apply the funds for the benefit 


of a cottage hospital at Holywell ; but as 
a Commission they felt bound to see that, 
as the money was originally subscribed 
mainly for Lancashire, to Lancashire 
it must go. He had said there were 
two precedents dealt with by the Court 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gouce. ,Stroud 
Ambrose. Robert 
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Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Blake, Edward 


Mr. Griffith Boscawen. 
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of Chancery. In the first the unex. 
pended balance of the Hartley Colliery 
Relief Fund was devoted to the relief of 
sufferers from colliery accidents in the 
same district. The second case was 
more applicable. A general fund had 
been formed for the people who suffered 
from the cotton famine, and the whole 
of that general fund was not expended. 
The balance was devoted by a ‘scheme 
to the formation of convalescent homes 
in the cotton districts. If the trustees 
of the Holywell funds had done their 
duty, they would have handed over their 
money to the general fund and it would 
have formed part of the general balance 
dealt with inthescheme. He thought the 
hon. Member would see that no other 
course was open to the Charity Commis. 
sioners than to refuse the application 
made to them. As to the complaint of 
his hon. friend the Member for King’s 
Lynn, some of the accouiits of the 
charities in that town had not been ren- 
dered, and that was the reason for the 
delay in the preparation of the copies. 
As regarded the £10 which the hon. 
Member had paid for copies of the 
accounts, he could assure him that the 
money would be accounted for as an 
extra receipt. 


Mr. CREMER said that* there was no 
evidence forthcoming that any of the 
reforms suggested by Lord Cairns had 
been given effect to in connection with 
St. Katharine’s Hospital. It was rather 
unfair of the Charity Commissioners to 
take refuge behind the robe of our late 
Majesty ; and no one had any idea of the 
way in which the funds of this charity 
were squandered. He should press his 
Amendment to a division. 


(6.56.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 118; 
Noes, 200. (Division List No. 180.) ». 
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Donelan, Captain A. 


Doogan, P. C. 
Dann, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans. SirFrancisH( Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T.(GV?amorgan) 
Farquahar-on, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Firench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Dav iel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffiths, Ellis J. 





Gurdon, Sir W. Brompton 
Harmswo. th, R. Liecester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Kt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy M:chael 
Helue. Ne rva! Watson 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, We-t) 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyee, Michae! 

Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Lambert, George 

langley, Batty 


Acland- Hood, Capt. Sir Alex F. 


Auson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
baird, John George Alexander 





Balfour, Rr. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds 
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Banbury, Frederick George 
barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
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Yaclile, William Walter 
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Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, SirJ oseph F( Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘kKean, John 

M'Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Ar hur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
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Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Caps. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipper y,Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick( Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, James(Wick!ow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Kelly, James( Roscoinmmon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
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{ Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
| Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Kt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston. Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, [Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Alfred (Ca*inarthen) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickinson. Robert Edmund 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke, Rt.Hon.Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir. T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbink, Joseph Thomas 
| Fisher, William Hayes 
| }'itzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
| Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, Joan E.( Waterford) 
teid Sirk. Ch: eshie( Dumfries) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, Atel(Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Alf: ed (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, J A(Glamorgan,Gow’r 
Toulmin, George 
Wallace, Robert 
Waiton,John Lawson(Leeds,S) 
Walton, Joseph (Uarnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Young, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Cremer aud Mr. John 
Wilson (Durham). 


Gardner, Ernest 

Gartitt, William 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordoa, J. (Lendouderry, S.) 
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Gore, Hon.s. F.Ormsby-(Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Greene, SirE W (B’ry 5 Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D). (Shrewsbury 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton,Rt HnLord G.(Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hatch, Erne-t Frederick Geo. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Higginhottom, S. W. 

Hogg, Lind-ay 

Hope,J. ¥.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Patterson 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lt-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt on. Walter(Bristol,S 


, Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
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Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hen. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot. Rt. Hu.. J.G.(OxVd Univ 
Thorturn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Win. Edw. Mur 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Edward 


Manners, Lord Ceci! Remnant, James Farquharson Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Martin, Richard Biddulph Renwiec k, George Valentia. Viscount 
Maxwel!,RtHnSirH E(Wigt’n Richares, Henry Charles Vincent,Col. SirC EE H(Sheftield 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumiriessh. Ridley. Hn. M.W.(Stalybride Walker, Col. William Hall 
Midd!emore, Jn. Throgmorton Ritchie, Rt. Ho.Chas. Thomson Warr, Augus us Frederick 
Milvain, Thomas Ropner, Colonel Robert Wason,John Catheart(Orkney 
Mitche!!, Woilliam Round, James Webb,Colonel William George 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J,Seott( Hants. ) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 


Seely, 
Seton-Karr. 


Sinclair, 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Charles Hilton( Lincoln) 
Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Lewis (Romford) 


Welby, Sir CharlesG. E (Nott: ) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L loyd 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wim. H. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Worsley-Taylor. Henry Wilson 


-R.) 


Myers, Williem Henry Skewes-Cox, Thomas Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Nicol, Donald Ninian Smith,H.C. nig age mene Wyndham, Rt. Hon. G: orge 
Orr-Ewing. Charles Lindsay = Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) Stanley, Lord L anes) TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Parker, Gilbert Stevenson, Francis 5. Sir William Walrond and 
Parkes, Ebenezer Stone, Sir Benjamin Mr. Anstruther. 

Original (Question put, and agreed to. ‘ Estimates because we had under- 

estimatid our requirements. This 


3. £26,402, to complete the sum for 


Civil Service Commission. 
4. £38,605, to complete the sum for 
Exe hequer and Audit Department. 


5. £4,361, to complete the sum for 
Friendly Societies Registry. 


6. £420,145, to complete the sum for 
Stationery and Printing. 


(7.5.) Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) hoped 
the Secretary to the Treasury would be 
able to give them some hope of a reduc- 
tion of thi. immense Vote in the future. 
The total {istimate amounted to £770,145 
and therefore the printing account of 
this House was upwards of three 
quarters of a million. The inerease in 
the preent Vote was no less than 
£122,000. He did not think that the 
Committee ought to allow a Vote of this 
magnitude to slip through without some 
explanation from the Secretary to the 
Treasury. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
hon. Member will probably remember 
that last year and the year before we 


had to have considerable Supplementary 


| publication 


year, however, I have made a _ serious 
effort to obtain a more correct estimate 
by which | hope we shall be able 

stand. I also hope that next year | 
shall be able to make a reduction in the 


Vote. Of course this very greatly 
depends upon the action of hon. 
Members themselves. There is a 


constant] pressure being exercised upon 
Ministers by hon. Members for the 
of Returns and other 
printing which in a good many in 
stances, | think, is money thrown away. 
Very oiten if 1 venture to point this 
out to hon. Members as reason for 
refusing such Returns it is treated 
aS @ want of respect to themselves and 
to the House, and some hon. Members 
make this a very serious grievance. I 
hope the hon. Member for Halifax him- 
self will give me all the assistance in his 
power in this direction, and also use his 
influence with his friends, and remember 
that when they ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury to issue Papers and Returns 
and circulate other information they are 
helping to swell the Stationery Vote. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he had asked fora 
Return of the managers of existing 
voluntary schools but he was met with 
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a flat negative, although he was not quite 
sure that this refusal was based upon the 
ground of economy. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
There is one Return which has _ been 
asked for in respect of voluntary schools 
costing £1,500, and that Return was ne- 
ces-arily inaccurate owing to the absence 
of information at the disposal of the 
Departments out of which to compile it 
correctly. 

Mr. WHITLEY said he was not in the 
least responsib'e for the Return which 
had been spoken of. The information 
which was refused him would have come 
upon a single sheet, and certainly would 
not have increased to any great extent 
the amount of this Vote. What he 
wished to know was whether there was 
not a very great amount of waste in this 
Vote. Ife did not know upon what 
basis tre Pink Paper was cireukited every 
day, or what calculation was made in 
regard to the other Papers circulated to 
hon. Members, but he imagined that 
there must be an immense accuinuiation 
of Papers unused which perhaps made a 
periodical bonfire. ‘There must be in 
this great Vote some considerable waste 
which need not be incurred, and the 
expense of which could be avoided with- 
ut in any way curtailing the reasonable 
Members in regard to 
information that ought to be laid before 
the House. He wished to have from 
the Secretary to the Treasury some in- 
dication of the amount of printing there 
was in this Vote which was never called 
for and which had to be destroyed in 
some way. 


rights of hon. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
There is an enormous amount of print- 
ing in this Estimate which is not ealled 
for by hon. Members of this House. This 
Vote covers the whole of the stationery 
supplies for all the Departments of His 
Majesty's service as well as for both 
Houses of Parliament. There is, no 
doubt, a certain amount of waste, but if 
hon. Members insist, as unfortunately 
they do, upon having all those Returns 
and information printed, [ do not 
see how this waste can be avoided. 
There are undoubtedly a great many 
things printed which had better never have 
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been printed at all, and there are doubt- 
less others printed in greater numbers 
than are required. But after all, whether 
we have 300 copies or one of a short docu- 
ment makes verylittle difference to the éx- 
penditure. I am doing my best, and the 
Controller of the Stationery Oflice is 
doing his best, to check the expenditure 
under this Vote, and to see that in no 
tase is it extravagant or wasteful, to 
see that we do not get more expensive 
materials than are necessary, ind that 
we buy those materials as cheaply as 
possible. I shall be glad of any assistance 
the House can give me in the matter. 
[ cannot pretend to hope to stop all the 
waste that goes on. If hon. Members 
went round the lobbies at the present 
moment | think they would find 
a great deal of waste of stationery which 
no Secretary of the Treasury can control 
except by taking the paper away alto- 
gether, which is not a possible solution. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN asked how 
much of the Printing and Stationery 
Vote was due to Members of the House, 
and how much to the Government [e- 
partments. He thought if those figures 
were given it would be seen tliat Mem- 
bers of the House were not such great 
offenders as regarded waste as some 
other people. As an illustration of a 
small economy which miglit be effected, 
he referred to the Pink Paper, on 
which a large number of Papers were 
set down as being Returns from the 
Board of Education of inquiries into 
certain charities. Each charity was set 
out in identical terms, taking up many 
lines of print. The Return might quite 
easily be made on one sheet instead of 
on about five. 


(7.19.) Mr. STOPFORD-SACKVILLE 
(Northamptonshire, N.) speaking as one 
whose memory vent back to the Parlia- 
mentary practice of thirty years ago, said 
he was devoutly gratetul for the change 
which had been made. Thirty years ago 
one’s life was made a burden owing to the 
enormous accumulation of Papers which, 
at the end of the session, could only be 
disposed of by sale. Many Members 
did not want all the Papers that were 
printed even now, but he assured the 
Committee that under the system which 
now prevailed, the waste was very much 
less than in former times. 
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Mr. HERBERT LEWIS drew attention 
to the great delay in the delivery of 
the numbers of //ansard. He did not 
say the delay was immediately due to 
the contractors; he had not the least 
doubt that they fulfilled their engage- 
ment; but he desired to ask whether 
it was not possible, at all events, to 
approximate to the speed that obtained 
in Canada, Australia, and France. In 
some of the Colonial Parliaments, 
Members of Parliament received the 
report ot the previous day’s proceedings 
at breakiast-time just as they received 
their newspapers. Such a report could 
not, of course, be more than a proof 
report,.but if they could do such things 
in the backwoods of Australia, why 
could they not be done in the Metropolis 
of the Empire! He thought much 
greater expedition could be shown if 
tresh arrangements were made in this 
respect. Another question «associated 
with Hansurd was as to the possibility 
of having in the Library, at least, the 
Questions and answers trom day to day 
—not scattered about among the Votes, 
but in a complete list. If a daily index 
were then kept up it would prevent 
Members putting Questions which had 
previously been answered. At present 
it was impossible for Members to 
follow the proceedings of Parliament 
from day to day unless they searched 
through a file of Zhe Times, whereas if 
they had an index in the Library they 
would be able to ascertain exactly what 
had been donein regard to any particular 
Question in which they were interested. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: ‘The 
Questions which appear in the Votes and 
proceedings are already placed in the 
Library, but | understand that what 
the hon. Member desires is that they 
should be separated from the rest of 
the Votes and proceedings, and indexed 
as tar as possiblefrom day to day. That 
is not a matter over which I have any 
control, but | will make the suggestion 
to the authorities and see whether they 
consider anything can be done. With 
regard to the larger point raised by the 
hon. Member, viz., whether the delivery 
of the parts of Hansard can be 





















accelerated, that is a matter to which | 
| have given a good deal of time | 
and ‘hought during the last few) 
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months, in consequence of the fact 
that the present Huansurd contract 
expires at the elose of the year, and 
that we shall have to consider the 
conditions of tender for a new contract, 
Of course, it would be physically possible 
to have a delivery next morning of the 
report of speeches made in this House; 
it is more or less done by our newspapers, 
and no doubt could te done by Hansard 
But in that case it would have to be an 
uncorrected report, and Members have 
never yet been willing that Hansard 
should be printed without their having 
an opportunity of correcting the errors 
which occur in the reports of their 
speeches. Whether that be a_ wise 
practice to pursue or not I will not say, 
but it has been the desire of the House 
that there should be that opportunity. 
If time is to be given for correction, it is 
quite obvious we cannot have an immedi- 
ate report. In that case, we must look 
to the newspapers for our immediate 
report, and to //ansard a few days 
later for the corrected and permanent 
record, and I am inclined to think that 
that is the best thing to do. If the 
Hunserd parts are not to be delivered 
the morning after the speeches have been 
made in this House, | do not think it 
matters very much whether they are 
delayed one day longer or not. I could 
understand great sacrifices being made 
in order to have the report delivered in 
a perfect form the morning after the 
speeches had been made, but I do not 
think it worth while to make great 
sacrifices merely to hasten the delivery 
by a day in six or seven days. The hon. 
Member must also remember that to 
obtain such a delivery as he desires 
involves an enormous increase in the cost 
of production. All the work would then 
be night work, which has to be paid for 
at double rates, or something very like 
double rates, and therefore the expense 
of Hansard would be enormously in 
creased. I do not think, after the desire 
for economy which the Committee has 
just evidenced in the earlier discussion, 


/I should be justified in proposing to ex- 


pend a largely increased amount on the 
reporting of speeches in the House. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said that, while 
thanking the hon. Gentleman for the 
first portion of his speech, as regarded 
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the latter part he could only regret that 
London was still to be inferior to Ottawa 
and Melbourne. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN reminded 
the Financial Secretary that he had over- 
looked his question. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: As 
far as the figures can be disentangled, 
the hon. Member will find, under sub- 
head J, ‘‘ Printing, Papers, Binding, etc., 
fortwo Houses of Parliament, £85,000 ” ; 
and under sub-head M, * Parliamentary 
Debates and Records, £9,500.”’ There 
are other expenses which, although not 
ealled for directly by Parliament, are 
indirectly caused by Parliament, but 
those | cannot separate from the ordinary 
expenditure of the offices concerned. 
Those figures, however, will probably be 
sufficient for the hon. Member’s purpose, 
and | hope the Committee will now allow 
us to take the Vote. 


Question put and agreed to. 
Resolutions to be reported. 


Motion made and (Question proposed, 
“That a sum not exceeding £14,135 be 
granted to His Majesty to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the $lst day of 
March, 1903, for the salaries and ex- 
penses of the office of His Majesty's 
woods, forests, and land revenues, and 
of the Office of Land Revenue Records 
and Inrolments.”’ 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said he did not 
enter upon this matter in any spirit of hos- 
stility to the Office of Woods and Fores ts. 
The questions he desired to raise were of 
an administrative character, into which 
policy to some extent entered, and which 
ought to be discussed by the Committee. 
One of the most important offices the 
Department had to discharge was the 
supervision of the foreshores—-— 

Seven of the 


It being  half-past 


clock, the Chairman left the Chair to, 


make his Report to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported tomorrow ; 
Committee also report progress; to sit 
again this evening. 
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EVENING SITTING. 


OPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


RICHMOND HILL (PRESERVATION OF 
VIEW) BILL (By ORDER). 
Order for consideration, as amended, 
read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now considered.” 


(9.0) Mr. LABOUCHERE (North- 
ampton) said that in the course of a good 
many years he had not come across, he 
thought, a more grossly and thoroughly 
impertinent proposal than that which 
they were asked to pass that evening. 
The title of the Bill was absolutely 
misleading. It was called a Preserva- 
tion of View Bill, but it fact it was a 
Bill to enable the landlord, Lord Dysart, 
to build over some 176 acres of land 
now used as common land. They had 
a circular sent out that morning, al- 
most every word of which was mis- 
leading. These circulars were fluttered 
down upon them as if they came from 
Heaven, but the gentleman who sent 


them never favoured them with his 
name. Why, judging from one of these 


circulars, one would suppose that Lord 


Dysart was conferring great public 
benefit on Richmond and the Metro- 


polis. It was said that the Bill had 
been urged by the authorities of the 
neighbourhood, as if they desired to 
promote this piece of vandalism. He 
did not complain of Lord Dysart. 
After all, when one had a_ piece of 
land which, as market gardens, would 
bring in a few hundred pounds, who 
could blame him if he could induce 
that House to assent to the building 
of houses which would make the 
property worth some £170,000?  ‘There- 
fore, he said, he did not blame Lord 
Dysart, but he should blame the House 
of Commons if it assented to such a 
scheme. The law had already been laid 
down as to common land within fifteen 
miles round London being dealt with. 
What was it Lord Dysart was giving in 


_ return for this Bill ? He was surrendering 


his manorial rights over Ham and Peter- 
sham Commons; and he was giving up 
the right to cart away gravel—a right 
he had scarcely ever exercised. He was 
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also handing over his title to some thirty 
acres of land, known as Petersham 
meadows, and he was giving a cricket 
field of nine acres to Kingston. He 
thought they might say that Lord 
Dysart gave them nothing when he 
gave them his manorial rights. As 
to the Petersham meadows. close under 
Richmond fill, they could not build 
over them, because the river repeatedly 
overflowed them, and besides that they 
were covered with a network of foot- 
ways, which rendered building over 
them utterly impossible. Was it likely 
that these meadows would have been 
let to the Corporation of Richmond for 
a term of twenty-one years, of which 
sixteen years were unexpired, if they 
could have been built over! Practically 
these fields had no economic value. 
Then, amongst other so-called considera- 
tions was a tow-path, which was a 
public path; but why should Lord 
Dysart give up a public path with 
which he had nothing whatever to 
do? By the side of this path there was 
a st rip ol grass land, forty or fitty feel 
wide, which Lord Dysart had claimed 
as his own, but his right to it had 
always been contested. Ile now pro 
posed to give that over to the publie, 
and, by setting back some hedges, to 
increase the width to 100 feet; but in 
return the local authorities were to 
construct a Wide earriage road, which 
would be of immense benefit to his 
property. Finally, he was going to give 
asum of £3,000 to the Ham Urban 
Council. What was the quid pro quo? 
He would get possession of 176 acres of 
Lammas land and secure valuable build- 
ing rights, notwithstanding that Parlia- 
ment had decided that no common lands 
within «a radius of fifteen miles ot 
London should be built upon. The 
London County Council and the local 
authorities had agreed to purchase 
Marble Hiil to secure the view on the 
other side of the river, for £76,000. 
Could anything be more absurd than 
to pay £76,000 to secure the view on 
one side of the river and to give the 
noble Lord a right worth £150,000 in 
order to destrey the view on the other 
side? If he was asked why the Bill was 
not opposed on the Second Reading, his 


answer was that the title was mislead- | 


ing. It was called ‘a Preservation of 


Mr. Lubouchere. 


‘COMMONS! 
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View Bill.” ‘Those who wanted to 
preserve the view could not know that 
it was really a Bill to destroy a view, 
The promoters of the Bill were heard, 
and there was no opposition, because 
the measure was not understood. Al- 
though it was unusual to throw out a 
Bill after it had passed « Committee 
without opposition, he asked the House 
in the circumstances to do this. Because 
the loeal authority might think they 
had made a good bargain, was no reason 
why the House should allow a breach 


of the law that no common within 
a radius of fifteen miles of London 
should be built over. The House hould 


not, tor the sake of any private individual, 
or the bargain of a local authority, 
surrender open spaces. He would, 
under the circumstances, divide the 
House on this question. 


*(9.20.) Mr. BULL (Hammersmith) 
would not have intervened in this debate 
had he not thought this a imatter of 
vital importance to London, ‘The state- 
ment cirenlated among Members was, in 
his opinion, the 
of the measure. The 
given to various loeal authorities, and 
the specious suggestions made, cast on 
the proposal the gravest suspicion. If 
the Bill were not passed, it Was clear 
that these 
open to the public. But th 
would, by this Bill, be able to turn the 
land into a very valuable Iuilding site. 
For years he had worked for the pre- 
servation of the open spaces in and 
around London, and he was sorry that 
certain representatives of the Commons 
Preservation Society, whom the House 
had been accustomed to regard as the 
watchdogs of our open spaces, had, in 
this instance, gone over to the side of 
the promoters It had been stated that 
if the Bill were not passed, Petersham 
meadows would be immediately built 
upon. That was not true, for the meadows 
were let on lease, and could not be built 
upon until the lease expired sixteen 
years hence. The President of the 
Royal Academy, Miss Braddon, and 
other leading residents of Richmond 
scheme, and 


heaviest condemnation 


tremendous bribe 


Lammas lands would remain 


promoters 
i 


were opposed to this 
from no selfish considerations, but 
in the public interest. As had been 


remarked by the hon. Member for North- 


‘ 9 . 
/ampton, what was everybody's business 
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was nobody's business, and so 


it had | 
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a Committee had approved and which 


come to pass that there had hitherto been | unquestionably had the sanction of the 


no proper opposition to this Bill. 
a Conservative, hoped, however, that it 
would not pass. 


Mr. RICHARDS said he very 


regretted the opposition of the last 


speaker, but he was not surprised at | 


the attitude of the hon. Member for 
Northampton, who, however, was scarcely 
Northam] ; 


} mu lvice 


one whose to throw out a Bill 
as to which « Committee had shown 
itself satisfied the House would be 


He was astonished 
a tha ddocabion hat the F t} 
at tne uzgestion that the ootpath 
Preservation Society had in any way 
bartered its hold on the contidence of the 
House in favour of a noble Earl who sat 


This was a question 


willing to accept. 


in another place. 
. } . . , . . . 

in regard to which the opinion of the 
local authorities shonld prevail, although 
there seemed, in this case, 
to put their 
arrangement 





to he a desire 
views on one The 
made was in the public 
interest and for the preservation of open 
spaces. The London County Council, 
which fought for had made 
It was an 


side. 


open spaces, 
no objection to this measure. 
extraordinary proposition that a measure 
the ordeal of 
rejected at the 
hon. Member who, he 


which had gone through 
Committee should be 
suggestion of an 
believed, riparian owner, living in 
great luxury somewhere on 


¢ wr 
Oo} the i hi mes, 


Was a 
the banks 
and probably driving 
down in his carriage, or in the motor-car, 
which seemed to be the new instrument 
the other side of the 
interest of the man who 
Richmond on the 3d. 
protested against this 
Meesure being opposed by plutocrats Op- 
posite, whose objection probably really 
was, although not avowed, to the invasion 
of the Londoner at the week-end. He 
hoped the House would not sanction 
this insolent attempt to reject the 
measure, which had the approval of the 
Committee and every local authority 
interested in it. He wondered 


ot progress on 
House. In thi 
went down to 
omnibus, he 


would | 


the hon. Member for Northampton have | 


dared to raise similar opposition to a | 
}sham and Ham 
| thrown out by a majority of 144, to the 


scheme promoted by the Northampton- 
shire County Council had they ventured 
to try and bring more people into his 
neighbourhood. Not a scintilla of evi- 
dence had been given to justify the 


House in rejecting a measure which 





He, | local authorities. 


*9.30.) Mr. 


CAWLEY (Lancashire, 


| Prestwich) said that this Bill came before 
much | 


the Committee, which dealt with it as 
concurred in absolutely by the Richmond 


Council, the Kingston Council, the 
'Ham rural district authoritv and 


the Surrey County Council. He thought 
the Committee had some right to 
listen to the evidence of those bodies 
and to give it full consideration. They 
did give it great consideration, and ‘hey 
came to the conclusion that those author- 
ities Would wof barter away their rights, 
as the hon. Member tor Northampton 
suggested they had done. The hon. 
Member had said that 175 acres of 
common lands were tw be taken from 
the public, but the public had no 
right whatever over these lands. Lord 
Dysar: altogether had given 93 acres 
of freehold land, as well as his manorial 
rights over Petersham and 
ilam Common and had given £3,000 to 
the Ham local authority. The Com- 
inittee thought that the bargain between 
Lord Dysart and the local authorities 
was a fair and square bargain. The 
passed by all local 
iuthorities, the members of which knew 
yard of the land, and told the 
Committee in their evidence that the 
bargain was a tairiand reasonabie one. 
The Committee thought it was, and he 
trusted the House would no! reject the 


Common 


scheme was the 


every 


Bill. 
Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) con- 
tended that too much reliance should 


not be placed on the attitude of the local 
authorities. In spite of the support of 
the Richmond and Kingston authorities, 
a somewhat similar Bill was rejected in 


1896 by the House of Commons. The 
Bill of 1896 laboured under a dis- 
advantage the present Bill did not 


possess, viz., that it bore its true title on 
the face of it. It was called the Peter- 
Lands Bill, and was 


| delight of nearly everybody in the neigh- 


bourhood. What improvement the 
present Bill had over the 1896 measure 
was entirely due to the rejection of the 
earlier Bill. When the House was 
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asked to defer to the opinion of local 
authorities, he wished hon. Members 
would remember that when London 
County Council Bills came before the 
House. ‘The history of commons pre- 
servation during the last forty or fifty 
years was nothing more nor les than 
the history of a long struggle against the 
surrender by local authorities of public 
common rights over scores of thousands of 
acres. The hon. and learned Member for 
East Finsbury had asked where the Lon- 
don County Council were in this matter. 
That body had no locus, and if they had 


intervened the hon. and learned Member | 


would have been the first to accuse the 
County Council of imposing its omni- 
vorous maw orclaw where it had no local 
interest or status. Moreover, the County 
Council had been too busy saving sixty- 
seven acres north of this particularspot to 
have either time or money to interfere in 
this matter. He appealed to the House 
of Commons to act up to its past 
traditions in this respect, and not to 
yield what Lord Dysart demanded. 
The Bill contended that a great ad- 
vantage was being conferred upon the 
public. But what it really meant was 
that Lord Dysart, by conceding shadowy 
rights which he could not possibly main- 
tain, obtained the valuable asset of 176 
acres of Lammas land under Richmond 
Hill. which in a few years time would 
be worth £2,000 per acre for building 
purposes. He (the hon. Member) had 
spent a portion of his Whitsuntide holli- 
day in examining this land, and he 
assured the House that the view would 
be greatly impaired by what Lord Dysart 
was doing. The Bill, in fact, was not 
calculated to preserve the view from 
Richmond Hill, but to spoil it. With 
regard to the thirty-two acres of Peter- 
sham meadows which were being given 
up, they were water-logged, and, if they 
had been under the jurisdiction of the 
London County Council, would have 
been scheduled under the Low-lying Land 
Act of 1894 as an insanitary and undesir- 
able area, and it would have been im- 
possible to build there. That was one of 
Lord Dysart’s concessions. He suggested 
that Lord Dysart should copy the 
generous and_ public-spirited action 
adopted by the hon. and gailant Member 
for Essex in a similar case, and had his 
Lordship done so,this Bill would not have 


Mr. John Burns. 


{COMMONS} 
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been opposed. This Bill would do nothing 
for the preservation of that view which 
they were all so anxious to maintain 
unimpaired. This Bill would convert 
land owned by Lord Dysart, which was 
not worth at the present time more than 
£60 or £100 per acre, into building land 
which would be worth at least £2,000 
per acre for building purposes. He hoped 
the House would forgive him for weary- 
ing them with all these details. It had 
been his pleasurable duty to take an 
interest not only in parks and open 
spaces but also to go into the details of 
this question in order that the House 
should be in possession of the facts from 
both points of view. In his opinion, 
Lord Dysart did not give to the public 
the equivalent of what the public were 
giving him, and was not acting with 
generosity and public spirit te Richmond 
and Kingston, from which in the future 
the value of his estate would be enhanced. 
He thought that upon this occasion the 
House of Commons ought to go one step 
farther, and;make Lord Dysart offer such 
terms as would be mutually beneficial, 
terms which would give his lordship all 
he had a right to demand, and which 
would preserve for this vast city of 
London one of the most be:utiful views 
and the most valuable esthetic positions 
which it was possible to confer upon the 
Metropolis. 


(10.0.) Mr. SKEWES-COX (Surrey, 
Kingston) hoped the House wourd not be 
misled by the speech which had just 
been made by the hon. Member for 
Battersea. Lord Dysart was approached 
by the local authorities with a view to 
securing for ever those lands which met 
the view from Richmond Hill. If this 
had not been done, his Lordship would 
have been able to build upon those lands. 
It ought to be clearly understood that 
from Richmond Hill no one could possibly 
see even a blade of grass upon the 
Lammas lands. Of course, they would 
be able to see those lands from the point 
mentioned by the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Battersea ; but, although he 
lived in the neighbourhood himself, he 
had never had an invitation to go there, 
and the point referred to was private 
property. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I admitted that 
I was trespassing. 
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Mr. SKEWES-COX said that when 
Lord Dysart was asked to give up ninety- 
three acres of land he naturally asked 
what was going to be given him in 
return, Consequently, they had suggested 
this exchange of land proposed in the 
Bill, and the public were getting the 
greater portion. These proposals had all 
been before the Committee, and had 
been unanimously approved of, and 
surely the House was not going to 
throw out this measure, seeing that it 
was supported by the local councils and 
other public bodies. Only one gentleman 
had written to him, on a postcard, re- 
que-ting him to oppose this measure. 
He lived in the neighbourhood himself, 
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and only three residents had objected to 
the scheme, as far as he knew, and they 
lived at some distance from the spot. 
He was perfectly sure that this House 
would be doing the right thing by pass- 
ing this Bill. These Lammas lands were | 
not open common lands, and the right | 
to them was supposed to belong to copy- | 
holders, and if they could assert any) 
right to them, provision had been. made | 
in the Bill for ample compensation being | 
given. It was not known who were! 
entitled to those rights, but he believed | 
that there were certain members of a) 
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seemed to think that some rights of the 
public round about were being given up, 
and that a certain amount of breathing 
space was being absorbed by the Bill. 
At the same time the hon. Member for 
Battersea said that that did not matter 
to the people of Kingston. But Kingston 
was nearer to these Lammas lands than 
some of the other portions of the district, 
and, as no one had any right over the 
lands, the breathing space was more im- 
portant to the people of Kingston than 
to many of the others. He asked the 
House to support the decision of the 
Committee, which was composed of four 
Members with wide business experience, 
and who had a better opportunity for 
coming to a sound judgment than the 
House could possibly have. Within a 
radius of five miles there were 7,000 acres 
of open spaces, and within a distance of 
two miles there were open spaces to the 
extent of 2,000 acres. Therefore, he 
had no hesitation in asking the House 
to support the Committee upon this 
measure. He believed Lord Dysart had 
acted in a most generous manner, and 
he hoped the House would see its way to 
follow the advice of the Committee. 

Mr. PAULTON 


(10.15.) (Durham, 


family in Australia who were supposed | Bishop Auckland) said he would refrain 
to possess substantial rights. On public | from entering into details, because it was 
grounds, in view of the fact that this | quite impossible for the House to judge 
Bill secured these lands to the public for| such matters unless they had expert 
ever, he urged the House to pass this| evidence before them. He would, how- 
'ever, refer to the Motion passed by the 
| House in 1896 in regard to its applica- 


measure, 





“Mr. PIKE PEASE(Darlington),speak- | 
ing as a member of the Committee which | 
passed the Bill, expressed the opinion 
that no measure had ever been passed 
through a Committee with so much 
unanimity as the one now under the 
consideration of the House. He would 
like to point out that the Bill of 1896, 
to which reference had been made, was 
entirely different in character from the 
present one, and many of those who 
supported this Biil were the keenest 
opponents of the former measure. As 
to the Lammas lands, there was no 
evidence before the Committee that any 
one objected to these rights being given 
up, nor was there evidence of any kind 
that any one had any right over these 
lands. The hon. Member for Battersea 
and the hon. Member for Northampton 





tion to this particular Bill. That Resolu- 
tion had been quoted by his hon. friend 
the Member for Northampton. It was 
based upon the policy of the Metropolitan 
Commons Acts of 1866 and 1869, which 
were intended to place common lands 
within the Metropolitan area under local 
management, in order that money might 
be spent upon them for improvements of 
various kinds. The question now arose 
whether that Motion was applicable to 
the present case. There was a very 
great distinction between this measure 
and the Bill which was rejected in 1896. 
In 1896 the public interests which 
were safeguarded by the Metropolitan 
Commons Act were to a very great 
extent disregarded. He entirely agreed 
with what had been said about the 
attempts made at that time to drive the 
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local authorities on that occasion. He 
resented what appeared to be the undue 
influences which were then brought to 
bear on those local authorities. Where 
common lands or public rights were 
taken by a private individual, it was 
only right that some quid pre quo should 
be given. He could not help thinking 
that this Bill, so far from being in spite 
of the Resolution of 1896, was a direct 
consequence of that Resolution. This 
was a far better Bill. He had no doubt 
that ii they kept on rejecting Bills of 
this kind, they might by the end of this 
century get something better than was 
offered in this Bill. Nevertheless, it was 
quite true that the circumstances under 
which this measure was rejected upon a 
former occasion liad been entirely altered. 
in the year 1900 the Board of Agri 
culture was asked to sanction a scheme 
for placing these |.ammas lands under 
reculations, and that Board was asked 
to carry out the policy of the Metro- 
politan Commons Actsof 1866 and 1&6. 


What did the Poard of Agriculture 


report upon that occasion? They 
reported that the conditions under 
which the fields were held and culti- 


vated would render it impracticable for 
any Couservators to give effect to such 
an object—that was, the preservation of 
those lands for public purposes—seeing 
that those particular lands were not 
available for the purposes contemplated 
by the Metropolitan 
The Resolution passed by the House 
never contemplated that under no 
circumstances whatever Lammas 
lands or common rights ever to be dealt 
with by private Bill legislation. It did, 
however, lay down a_ principle that 
public interest wes to be safeguarded in 
any legislation which was passed by the 
House with regard to it. This Bill did 
secure very valuable concessions to the 
public in return for a consideration 
which was of very little value to the 
publie. A good deal had heen said by 
the hon. Member for Battersea and the 
hon. Member for Northampton about 
the value of the land which Lord Dysart 
was prepared to give up, but the point 
which they had to consider was in 


Commons .-\ct. 


were 
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regard to the value of the land his Lord- 
ship proposed in the future to exercise 
rights over. He agreed with the hon, 
Member for Richmond with regard to 
the value of the Lammas lands, and 
under the Bill the public certainly did 
get a very great protection—he would 


not say a complete —protection— 
of the view from Richmond Hill, 
He believed that the view from the 


t The 
Bul a most 
- 


terrace was absolutely protected. 
public would get under thi 
valuable extent of ground. 
large strip of ground near th 
which, if this Bill was rejected, could be 
built upon tomorrow. The arrangement 
proposed in the Bill was ar sonable 


ele Wasa 
river 


one, and would seitle a much-vexed and 
long-standing question. [le hoped that 


the Resolution passed in 1896 did not 
apply in particular to the special case of 
this Bill. Although the Bi L896 
was properly rejected, he thought the 
House would be extremely ill-advised 
now if it disregarded the opinion of the 
Committe e whi h considered the: atter. 


Mv. YOXALL i Nottingham. W.): As: 
resident at Richmond claimed the atten- 
tion of the House to brietiy ite his 
opinion of the Bill. He had formed the 
impression, slowly and reluctantly, that 
the Bill did not propose a bargain that 
would promote the public interest. 
not so good a bargain as could be driven by 
the Rienmond and other local authorities 
in dealing with the Dysart Tru 
His impression was 


i i was 


t 
that the | 
would act wisely if it threw out the Bill 
at the present time. It was absurd to 
say that if this Bill was rejected the land 
would be built upon. Ii that was true 
now, it was true since but the 
trustees had not built upon the land. 
The fact that they had not done so went 
to show that the public rights in 
connection with the land were perfectly 
well protected. Under this Bill the 
public would get no sufficient return for 
the concession which was proposed to be 
made. 


1896. 


(10.28.) Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 179; Noes, 
79. (Division List No. 18:1.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. | Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus H, Eden 


Mr. Paulton. 


Arnold-Forster, Hugh ©. 
| Arrol, Sir William 
| Atkinson, Kt. Hon. John 
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Bain, Colonel James Robert 
talfour. Kt HnGerald W.( Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beresford. Lord Chas. William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bond, Exiward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Brassey. Albert 

Brook field, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, George M.( Edinburgh) 
Butcher, John George 
Cameron. Robert 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Caven! '.W (Derbyshire 
Cawiey, Frederick 
Cecil, Lord } Hash (Grreenwie ‘h) 
Chamberlain}. Austen( Wore’r 
Chapman, Hiswand 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. or Jesse 
(Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

lenny, olonel 
Dewar, John A. 
Dewar. T. R(T rll mlets,S.Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dorington, Sir « — Edward 
Doughty, Georg 

t 


Douglas, Re. ~ aa A. 


sh. Ve 





(Invernes-sh. ) 


Akers- 





Duke, +e ury Edward 
Evans. Sirk rancisH( Maidstone 
Faber, Edrnund b. (Hants,W.) 


Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fergusson. Rt Hu. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fi elden, Edward Brocklehurst 
, George t. 

uy, Sir hiobert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald.SirRobert Penrose- 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garlit, William 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

—— Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, HnJ. E.( Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 5.) 


George 





Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 

Allen,CharlesP. (Gloue.,Stroud 


Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Blake, Edward , 


Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, §,) 


| Davies, 
| Delany, 


| Donelan, 
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Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, ii Hn Lord G. ( 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heline, Norval Watson 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Hope, J.P. (Shetii'd, Brightside 
Hoult, Jose ph 

Hudson, Ge orze Bickersteth 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C, 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigi, Sir Josep h 

Leng, Sir John 

yet sg gh ig gam 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskire 
Long, ttHn. Walter( Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, it HnJ W(Cum. Penr. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald. }(Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘ hangs Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Crae, George 

M: Killop, J: eens 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.( t aoe 
Mitchell, William 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu. Hon.J.Scott( Hants. ) 
Morgan, D. J, (Walthamstow) 
Morgan,J. Llovd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Janes Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH.A.( Deptford) 
Mount, Wilham Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Mid’x 


NOES. 


Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Coghill, Dougias Harry 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Alfred (Carmarthen) 
William 

Dillon, John 

Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C 

Dunean, J. Hastings 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, Samuel T’. (Glamorgan) 


Business. 


Myers, W illiam Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Orr-E wing, Charles Lindsay 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Paulton, James Mellor 


Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pemberton, John 3. G. 
Philipps, Joon Wynford 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

P ym, C. Guy 

{attigan, Sir William Henry 

Heawte k, George 

Ric -hards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn.M.W. (Stalybridge 
Rigg, Richard 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoin) 
Sharpe, William Edward T 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, John (forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, HC( North mb. Tyneside 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stevenson, Francis 8. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Thomas,J A(Glan’rgan.Gower 
Tollemacie, Henry James 4 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir Jolin Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Kt.Hn.Sir William. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worecestersh. N. ) 
Wilson-Tudd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 
W odebouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. ( Bath) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Mr. Skewes-Cox and Mr. 
Big wood. “ 
F french, Peter 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flower, Ernest 

Flyan, ‘ames Christopher 
Gilhooly, J James 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 

Joyee, Michael 

Leamy, Edward 

Levy, Maurice 
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Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas} 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill. John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kean, Jokn 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 


{COMMONS} 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’ Brien, Kendal (Tipp’rary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James (“icklow, W. 
O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O,Malley, Wiliam 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 





Service Estimates. 756 


Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuvl 

Yoxall, James Henry 





Moss, Samuel 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Jo-eph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 


Bill, as amended, considered; to be 
read the third time. 


SUPPLY. 
[NINTH ALLOTTED Day. } 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. | 

CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 

DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 

CLASS I, 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £135,523, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which wil come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March 1903, for the salaries and 
expenses of the Local 
Board.” 


(10.43.) Lorp HUGH. CECIL (Green- 


wich) drew attention to the position in | 


which the Poor Law authorities of the 
Greenwich Union iound themselves in res- 


pect of the recently erected workhouse. | 


‘The subject was one of only local interest, 
but it had some remarkable features which 
might warrant him in for a short time 
engaging the attention of the Committee. 
The position at present was that the 
union had erected, at very great expense 
indeed, a workhouse which was standing 


empty, and the old workhouse was at | 


this moment sufficient for the number 
of paupers who were required to reside 
in it. The union had got into this 
position by transactions extending over 
a number of years. In 1887 the Local 
Government Board drew the attention 


Government | 


Runciman, Walter 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Spencer, Rt HnC. R.( Northants 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Labouchere and Mr, 
Bull. 


of the Guardians to a want of accommo- 
dation in the existing workhouse, and 
after correspondence this new building 
was ultimately erected four miles from 
Greenwich at the extravagant cost of 
£192,000. It was, perhaps, some slight 
consolation to know that this workhouse 
gained the prize at the Paris Exhibition for 
the best building of the character which 
had been erected. This was an illustra- 
tion of how imperfectly local authorities 
recognised the necessity for practising 
economy. It could not be doubted that 
_ over and over again local authorities set 
before their minds the idea of having the 
very best. Everyone knew that in the ad- 
ministration of his own private income 
he must often be content with the next 
best which differed very greatly in price 
and comparatively little in value. Outdoor 
relief had been liberally administered, 
and pauperism had declined under pros- 
perous times, though, of course, in hard 
years circumstances might be different. 
This. however, could not be denied, that 
where there were two sides to a question, 
and a doubt of the sufficiency of the 
accommodation in the existing work- 
house, it was not necessary to have the 
best workhouse in Christendom to hold 
800 inmates. There was, he thought, a 
ease for some inquiry. The majority of 
the Guardians were in favour of selling 
this costly building without more ado. 
Another suggestion was that some 
additions s!:ould be made to the existing 
house. Yet another suggestion was— 
and he particularly commended it to the 


attention of his hon. friend—that an 
, : el 

opportunity should be taken of dividing 
| the union and handing over this palace 
to Deptford. His object in raising this 
subject was to invite an opinion from the 
‘President of the Local Government 
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Board. and to induce him to consent to 
sme sort of inquiry, so as to discover 
the best way out of the difficulty. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 
he wished to call attention to the 
question of the medical charges for vac- 
cination. In many cases during a large 
epidemic there was agitation, produced 
mainly by the medical men, whose 
charges were raised from 5s. or 6s. for 


asked whether that was notan extravagant 
charge for so small a service. He was of 
opinion that less than half would be 
amply sufficient. He also thought that 


,ome provision should be made to prevent 


persons who were perfectly well able to 
pay for their vaccination having the 
charge for that vaccination thrown on 
to the public rates. He thought that 
the Local Government Board should insti- 
tute some regulation which would prevent 
this waste of money. Another point was, 
whether the Board could not eontrol the 
magistrates in dealing with applications 
for exemption from vaccination. He 
thought the Local Government Board 
should send out a circular to petty 
sgsions courts calling the attention of 
the magistrates to the fact that when 
persons declared in Court that they hed 
aconscientious objection to vaccination, 
lelieving it to be detrimental to the 
health of their children, no magistrate 
had a right to cross-examine these poor 


rights. 
suggestion, because the Home Office 
frequently sent round circulars to magis- 


various matters, and to changes in the 
alministration of the law of the land. 
He had himself seen magistrates bullying 
persons out of their statutory rights 
when they applied for exemption from 
vaccination. His hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Chesterfield asked the right hon. 
Gentleman a Question, a few months 
ago, as to the use of lymph derived from 
a monkey. [Laughter, and cries of 
“Oh, oh!”’] The case was notorious, 
and he must insist on its being thrashed 
out. The right hon. Gentleman did not 
contradict the fact that vaccination had 
taken place from a monkey to a human 
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each vaccination up to 8s. or 9s. He | 


people with a view to confusing them, | 
and thus depriving them of theirstatutory | 
There was precedent for that | 


trates’ clerks calling their attention to: 
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being, although he said that he had 
given orders to the effect that nothing 
more should be done in that respect. 


(10.52.) Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.) 
said he wished to make a very earnest 
remonstrance to the President of the Local 


‘Government Board as to what seemed 


to him the very unwise policy which the 
Department had recently embarked upon 
in regard to the treatment of children 
under the Poor Law. The Committee 
were aware that the barrack school 
system had been practically condemned, 
and he believed that notice to that effect 
had been issued by the Department. 
He believed that the Sutton barrack 
schools were shortly to be closed, but 
there was a dangerous tendency on the 
part of the Local Government Board to 
sanction the erection of large and costly 
buildings fer the accommodation of the 
children now in these schools. He had 
been told that the cost of the “ village com- 
munity” system to Poplar would amount 
to £100,000, and that the cost per bed to 
accommodate thechildren from Greenwich 
/was£150. These were very startling and 
extravagant figures indeed. One would 
not quarrel so much with them if they 
could really believe that the result would 
be commensurate with the expenditure. 
' There was a danger that these “ village 
communities’ would be nothing more 
nor less than a revival of the condemned 
barrack schools under another name. 
He had noticed that the President of the 
Local Government Board had made a 
most interesting speech at the opening 
of cottage homes erected for 300 
children by the Woolwich Board of 
Guardians. The right hon. Gentleman 
-admitted that the barrack school 
‘system had been condemned by most 
anthorities, although he found a few 
good words to say for them, and then 
| he went on to praise the action of the 
Woolwich Board of Guardians. But 
| these so-called cottage homes were not 
‘cottage homes at all. They were 
|merely barrack schools built in blocks, 
and the revival of the old system of 
| housing the children was a most unwise 
jone. There was no similarity whatever 
| between these huge communities, in 
|which the children lived together, and 
‘the true cottage home system, which 
‘had been adopted in}Yorkshire, under 
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which the children were distributed check should be placed upon the 
amongst ordinary homes, each living as centralised bureaucracy of the Local 


a member of the family, subject to the 
control of the heads of the family, who 
were persons of their own original class 
in lite, and associating at the public 
elementary schools and at play with the 


other children in the locality. That 
principle had been most successful 
wherever carried out. It was well 


known, on the other hand, that the taint 
acquired by children brought up in 
these huge barrack schools never left 
them. He hoped that the right hon. 
Gentleman the President of the Local 
Government Board would exere se very 
great care in granting powers to 
Boards of Guardians to erect these huge 
and costly village communities for the 
children under their charge, and that 
he would advise them to adopt the true 
policy of scattered homes or boarding 
out. 


Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk. Eye) said 
that, without wishing to enter into the 
question raised by the hon. Member for 
West Bradford, he would point out that 
the grievancethe hon. Gentleman referred 
to did no. stand on the same footing as 
that brought forward by the noble Lord 
the MemberforGreenwich. Ashe under- 
stood the latter case, £192,000 had 
alrendy been spent by the Green-vich 
Board ot Guardians, although the total 
amount would probably reach a quarter 
of « million, for a building which they 
did not want at all. That expenditure 
upon them by the Local 
It appeared to him 


was torced 
Government Board 
that this was not a case which affected 
oniy the Borough of Greenwich: a 
parallel for it could be found in different 
parts of the country. Again and again 
the ratepavers had reason to complain 
of the demands foreed upon their 
representatives by the central authority 
in London. ff the loca authority, of 
their own option, acted extravagantly, 
they could be called to account by their 
constituents, but if the loeal authority 
was obliged to carry out the behests of 
the central authority, with whom there 
was no responsibility to the ratepayers, 
there was no redress. Centralisation had 
been rapidly inereasing in this country, 
to the detriment of local feeling and 
responsibility, and it was time that some 
Mr. Flower. 


Government Board. In order to bring 
this matter to a head, and if possible to 
take the view of the Committee on the 
subject, without the slightest hostility 
to the President or Secretary, he 
removed the reduction of the Vote by 
£50. j 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £135,273, be 
granted for the said Service.’—(If. 
Stere nson.) 


(11.10.) Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford) : I wish, if I may, to pass from 
the subjects we have been discussing in 
order to make some observations with 
regard to the present law and regulations 
by which motor car traffic is governed, 
and to ask some questions with regard 
to it. I desire, first of all, to point out 
that the present law and regulations 
appear to me to be entirely ineffective 
and unadapted to the circumstances of 
today, and that greater safeguards are 
required, not only for the convenience, but 
for the safety of the publie from the 
dangers to which they are sometimes 
subjected by some of the more reckless 
driversof motor cars. The present law and 
regulations, which were perfectly proper 
and appropriate to the circumstances 
of the time when they were enacted, are 
entirely inappropriate and unfitted to 
the present time. Let me remind the 
Committee that the present law regulates 
the maximum speed of motor cars at 
not more than fourteen: miles an hour. 
A provision inserted in the Act of 1896 
enabled the Local Government Board to 
make regulations imposing a_ lower 
maximum if they thought fit. Acting 
under considerable pressure from the 
County Councils at that time, and after 
full consideration and consultation with 
them—I myself was responsible for it— 
the Local Government Board limited the 
maximum speed totwelve miles an hour. 
These regulations are, I contend, 
ab-olutely ineffective at the present time, 
because the law is habitually broken. 
I speak from my own experience on the 
subject. I do not possess a motor car 
myself, still less do I attempt to drive 
one; but I have been conveyed on 
motors a great deal during the past 
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winter, chiefly for the purpose of going 
hunting, and I am bound to say that 
there was no occasion which | can 
remember, whether the journey was 
long or short, on which I travelled on a 
motor car driven by someone else with- 
out the law and the regulations 
having been broken. My experience is 
not by any means singular. It is the 
experience of nearly everyone; and, 
although occasionally people are appre- 
hended and fined, including distinguished 
Members of this House, who have broken 
the law in this matter, still the fact 
remains that, in my humble opinion, the 
present regulations do not give the 
public the safeguards which I think are 
required, and which the public ought to 
have. As to the second point, that the 
present law and regulations are in- 
effective, | have heard it said very often 
that they are absurd, and I am bound 
to admit that that is true. But I may 
be permitted to say, as being largely 
responsible for them myself, that there 
was very good reason why that should 
be the case. Let me point out the 
extraordinary change that has taken 
place inthe conditions and circumstances 
since these regulations were first im- 
posed. Nosystem of locomotion, and, as 
far as I know, no new invention, has ever 
developed with such extraordinary 
rapidity as has automobilism since the 
passing of the Act of 1896. Let me give 
the House one single illustration, of 
which a great many hon. Members are 
totally unaware. When these regulations 
were enacted by the Local Government 
Board, the highest average speed of any 
motor car, either in this country or on 


the Continent, as tested by racing over 


considerable distances, was 154 miles an 
hour. There was considerable : nxiety 
felt about it at the time, and after con- 
siderable pressure from the local authori- 
ties fourteen miles an hour was held, under 
all the circumstances, to be a reasonable 
pace. What are the facts at the present 
day ? 
and bounds, and last year the highest 
average speed under similar tests was no 
less than 594 miles an hour. I think I 
need not say any more to show that 
regulations which were thoroughly 
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Why, speed has gone up by leaps | 
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some alteration is required. I am_per- 
fectly well aware that there are consider- 
able difficulties to be faced by any 
Minister who attempts to deal with this 
matter. There is a very widespread 
feeling of prejudice and hostility towards 
motor cars in some parts of the country, 
and this feeling has arisen principally, 
if not entirely, from one cause, and one 
cause only, and that is the extreme 
recklessness of a certain number, a 
limited number, of individuals, and their 
utter disregard of the care, convenience, 
and comfort of other travellers, who have 
just as much right to the highway as 
they have. I wish to see this state of 
things remedied. I believe that the 
present law and regulations are totally 
ineffective, and, with the greatest respect 
and deference to my right hon. friend 
who is now responsible for the Depart- 
ment, I will venture to make one or two 
suggestions. |The Local Government 
Board has the widest posstble power in 
this question. Under one of the clauses 
of the Act of 1896, it has power to make 
regulations with regard to the use of the 
highways by motor cars, with regard to 
their construction, and with regard to 
the conditions under which they may 
be used. That seems to me to be a 
pretty wide power, which enables the 
Local Government Board to do almost 
everything that is necessary. But there 
is one thing the Board cannot do, and 
that is abolish the present limit of speed 
without an Act of Parliament. The 
present limit of speed is entirely ineffec 
tive, for it is broken, and the law is 
broken, with impunity every day in the 
week. What I should like to suggest to 
my right hon. friend as a means of get- 
ting out of the difficulty is a very short 
and simple Act, consisting of one clause, 
to repeal Clause 4 of the Act of 1896, 
which imposes the present limit of speed. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The right hon. 
Gent'eman is not entitled to discuss 
future legislation. He can discuss the 
| administration of the Local Government 
| Board, but he cannot suggest what 
| future legislation should be. 


| Mr. CHAPLIN: lam obliged, Sir, to 
you for reminding me. I recollect now 


appropriate in 1896 are altogether out | [ was going beyond the limit, but it will 
of date at the present time, and that | not be necessary to go any farther. If 
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the law is altered in that respect, the 
regulations would afford perfect safety, 
and motor cars would be subject to the 
law for the prevention of furious driving 
which applies to all other carriages. Put 
we want something more than that. We 
wanta complete means of identification in 
order that we may be able to detect and 
punish drivers who are guilty of break- 
ing thelaw. What these means of identi- 
fication may be, is of course, a matter of 
opinion. Ihave my own opinion, but | 
do not think it necessary to put it before 
the Committee, as it is a matter which 
must necessarily be settled by the Govern- 
ment Department which is in charge of 
the question. If we have a means ol 
identification, then | think we will have 
advanced a very considerable step. Then, 
further amendments to the present 
regulations are very necessary and 
desirable. Half the accidents to motor 
cars occur when turning corners at great 
specd and meeting other traffic, and 
even if they do not come into actual 
collision, they create great alarm and 
annoyance, and frighten horses, and still 
more the people who are travelling. It 
is & very common thing to tind a_high- 
road constantly traversed by cross roads, 
and sometimes motor cars pass these cross 
roads at tremendous speed, irrespective of 
what may be hidden by the hedges on 
either side. The same thing holds with 
regard to traversing villages and small 
towns. It is obvious that a rate of speed 
which might be pertectly safe and reason- 
able in the open country would be en- 
tirely indefensible while passing through 
a village or town, and I| think that the 
existing regulations in that respect are 
not sufficiently strong. At all events, it 
would be better if they were strength 
ened. [| also share the opinion, which I 
know is entertained by many experts, 
and those who are in favour of auto- 
mobilism, that it is desirable, at all 
events, to carefully consider whether the 
drivers of motor cars ought not to have 
a licence, and whether they ought not to 
pass some examination before they are 
allowed to undertake a serious duty, 
which involves considerable danger if 
they are not sufficiently experienced. | 
believe that if my right hon. friend 
would take these suggestions seriously 
into his consideration, a great double 
purpose would be effected. In the first 
Mr. Chaplin. 
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place. he would give to the public greater 
safeguards against the difficulties 
and dangers with which they are con- 
stantly confronted at the present time, 
and which I do not think they ought to 
be subjected to, and at the same time 
remove undue hindrances and annoy- 
ances to a system of traflie which is 
daily becoming more and more used, 
with great service to the public, and 
which, I believe myself, will continue 
to develop and will render services of a 
different character, of which perhaps 
not many of us may be aware. | 
apologise to the Committee for dealing 
at such length with this question, but 
| make these suggestions to my right 
hon. friend with great respect, and | 
believe he would give the widest satis- 
faction if he were able to hold out any 
hope that he would be able at no distant 
date to deal with the question. 


(11.25.) Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield; said he desired to elicit 
further information with regard to the 
action of one of the servants of the Local 
Government Board. It was reported in 
all the medical papers that Dr. Monekton 
Copeman had taken virus from a small- 
pox patient, vaccinated a monkey with 
the smallpox, and afterwards successfully 
vaccinated a great number of children 
with the vaccine taken trom the monkey. 
The President of the Local Government 
Board might laugh, but it was a disgrace 
to any Government to allow one of its 
servants to do such a thing, and the 
country would not stand it. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
‘LonG, Bristol, S.): I assure the hon. 
‘ Member I was not laughing at his state- 
ment. 


Mr. BAYLEY said he wished to know 
if these children had been vaccinated 
with smallpox taken from a monkey. 
Was the permission of their parents 
asked before the experiment was tried 
on the children 2? He had no doubt that 
the lymph was issued with the Govern- 
ment guarantee that it was pure vaccine. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The hon. Gentle- 
,Mman is indulging in some wild sugges 
,tions. This lymph, which he calls smail- 
pox, giventhrough a monkey, had nothing 
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to do with Government lymph. I have 
already given the hon. Member a full 
answer to his Question. There were 
experiments conducted by the distin- 
guished gentleman, who is an inspector 
of the Local Government Board, but not 
with the sanction of the Department, 
and they had nothing to do either with 
the Government or the Department. 


Mr. BAYLEY said that Dr. Copeman 
was paid by the Government for these 
experiments. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No; the hon. 
Gentleman is probably not aware that a 
great many scientific gentlemen are em- 
ployed by the Government Departments. 
Some of them conduct, for the public 
benefit, experiments and scientific work 
on their own account, and carry on 
much research work with which the 
Government have nothing to do. Dr. 
Copeman carried out this particular 
experiment, in support of which he had 
high medical authority. He did it on 
his own account, and not in the 
remarkable manner suggested by the 
hon Gentleman. The Government 
were not in any sense responsible for 
the lymph, but they did not condemn 
what Dr. Copeman did, as they believed 
it was work of the highest scientific 
value, but it was work not done by 
the Government, on behalf of the 
Government, or with the sanction of 
the Government. 


Mr. BAYLEY: But the Government 
paid Dr. Copeman. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Dr. Copeman 
is paid a salary as an inspector, but that 
does not prevent him from engaging in 
research work. 


Mr. BAYLE — said that from the 
right hon. Gentleman’s statement it 
would appear that the Government 
were not responsible for the servants 
they paid. He wished to know whose 
children were vaccinated with the 
lymph derived from the monkey, and 
in what part of England, Wales, or 
Scotland they lived. 


Mr. MUNTZ (Warwickshire, Tam- | 
worth): May I ask the hon. Member 
why a monkey is inferior to a calf ? 
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Mr. BAYLEY asked whether the 
lymph was used for the compulsory 
vaccination of children. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It may be for 
the convenience of the Committee if | 
deal with the somewhat complicated pro- 
blem which the hon. Gentleman has just 
presented to us. I have tried very 
hard, in following the questions which 
have been asked with reference to 
Dr. Copeman’s experiment, to find 
out what part in the puzzle the monkey 
was supposed to play, but I have not 
yet succeeded in arriving at any satis- 
factory opinion on the subject. ‘The 
hon. Gentleman says that the whole 
country is moved to its very heart 
by this question; but, with the excep- 
tion of the hon, Gentleman and one 
or two other hon. Members, I have 
not heard of anyone who is in the 
least excited as to whether, as my hon. 
friend suggested, a monkey or a calf 
is used for the purpose, not, as the 
hon. Gentleman said, of conveying 
small-pox, but for the purpose of 
extracting Ivmph, which subsequently 
goes through various processes. ‘The 
hon. Gentleman is mistaken in suppos- 
ing that the lymph extracted from the 
monkey was conveyed immediately to 
the human being. It was passed 
through a calf, so that the monkey 
was not brought into close contact 
with the children, and I can assure 
the hon. Gentleman that the ealf was 
there before any vaccination took place. 
Dr. Copeman conducted some extremely 
valuable experiments entirely on his 
own account, and I think even the 
hon. Gentleman in his quieter moments 
will agree that it is desirable that 
scientific men employed by the Govern- 
ment should not be precluded fromm 
scientific research, which not only 
contributes to their own efficiency 
for their departmental work, but also 
renders enormous public service by the 
results they obtain. Dr. Copeman made 
certain experiments on his own account, 
and the hon. Gentleman will be interested 
to know that he vaccinated himself first ; 
and, having satisfied himself that the 
lymph was not likely to produce injurious 
results, he did vaccinate children of cer- 
tain people. I cannot tell whose children 
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they were, but I presume the parents 
knew how the lymph was obtained, and 
that the monkey had played some part 
in the process. 

It may be convenient if I now refer 
briefly to the other subjects which 
have been raised. My noble friend 
the Member for Greenwich, supported 
by the hon. Member for the Eye 
Division, brought a very serious indict- 
ment against my Department. He sug- 
gested that we forced the Greenwieh 
Guardians first of all to build a new 
workhouse, and then to retain that 
workhouse when it was no longer neces- 
sary. I cannot believe that my noble 
friend has examined this question him- 
self, because if he had, | think he would 
have hesitated before bringing it forward. 
The facts are these. A ‘long time ago 
the Local Government Board satisfied 
themselves that the existing workhouse 
was not sufficient forthe numberof paupers 
to be accommodated, and they called on 
the Guardians to erect a new workhouse. 
It is perfectly true that the Guardians 
spent nearly £200,000 on that work. 
house. Conceivably it was too extrava- 
gant for the requirements, but the 
workhouse is there, and it is most desir- 
able that the Guardians should remove 
the pxupers from the old workhous : into 
the new workhouse. My noble friend 
says that the old workhouse is sutticient, 
but it is not a question of number alone. 
It is certified for 1,100, and he says that 
there are never more in it than 1,400 at 
the outside, and that the accommodation 
is decreasing owing to the extension of 
outdoor relief. I can assure him that if 
he examines the poor law administration 
in the adjoining Union of Woolwich 
he will find decreased pauperism both 
indoor and outdoor, but the Guardians 
are making better provision for 
the paupers, and are now making still 
better provision for the children. That 
is notthe policy of the Greenwich Board 
of Guardians, and I can assure my noble 
friend that I have not the remotest in- 
tention, as long as | am responsible for 
my Department, of allowing the Guar 
dians to sell their new workhouse, at any 
rate until they can satisfy me that they 
are able to make the existing workiiouse 
in all respects a satisfactory place for the 
reception of paupers. That, I believe, it 
will be impossible for them to do, and I 

Mr. Walter Long. 
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am sure that my noble friend will be the 
last to suggest that a Board of Guardians 
should be encouraged to make pro- 
vision for the poor which is not in all 
respects satisfactory, without being 
foolish or extravagant. The Green- 
wich Board of Guardians have not 
taken what appears to me to be a 
wise view of their duty, and lam bound 
to continue the policy adopted by my 
predecessors. I am now awaiting the 
Report of a Committee appointed by the 
Guardians themselves, and if that report 
produces any new information which 
would justify me in believing that there 
is any ground for a change in my 
attitude, | will, of course, be quite ready 
to consider it. But unless | receive 
information very unlike that which | 
now possess, I shall feel it my duty to 
use all the influence I possess to induce 
the Greenwich Board Guardians to 
make use of their new workhouse. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: The 
I made was that there should be some 
sort of a public inquiry into the matter. 


suggest it mn 


Mr. WALTER LONG: This is not a 
case for a public inquiry. It is a case 
of the responsibility of the Minister. 
There is nothing to inquire into. It isa 
ease in which | must take the respon- 


sibility myself, and, as the Minister 
responsible, do my best in the interests 
of the ratepayers and paupers of the 


Union, and I cannot consent toa pub lic 
inquiry where no public inquiry is 
necessary. I cannot pass the speech of 
the hon. Member for the Eye Division 
without one word of comment. He 
condemned the policy of the Depart- 
ment in forcing unnecessary expenditure 
on the local authorities. I do not believe 
the central authority does anything of 
the kind. Does the hon. Gentleman 
suggest that when the Local Government 
Board finds that the provision made by 
a Board of Guardians is unsatisfactory 
and insufficient, and when all suggestions 
for improvement are neglected, that we 
should hold our peace? The hon. 
Member for Leicester complained of the 
vaccination charges, and he asked me if 
[ would issue a circular to magistrates. 
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With regard to the vaccination charges, 
[ will only say that when the Act was 
passed the Government had, of course, 
no especial experience as to what the 
working of it would be, but i think it is 
quite possible that I may have to 
reconsider certain payments made in 
respect of vaccination, and I have the 
matter under consideration now. With 
regird to the issuing of a circular to 
magistrates, I think the hon. Gentleman 
is mistaken in stating that the Home 
Office issues circulars indicating to 
magistrates how they should administer 
the law. The Home _ Office issues 
circulars calling attention to changes in 
the law, and I cannot undertake such a 
nove! and undesirable a course as to 
issue a circular to magistrates as to 
how they should administer the law. 


Mr. BROADHURST: The Home 
Office issued circulars more than once 
with regard to the administration of the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : I will not argue 
the question, but I cannot undertake to 
adopt the course suggested by the 
hon. Gentleman. The magistrates are 
perfectiy capable of interpreting an 
Act of Parliament, and to satisfy them- 
selves whether those who apply for 
exemption have or have not a cor- 
scientious objection to vaccination. The 
hon. Member for West Bradford made 
some reference to the provision tor 
children, and he condemned ‘the 
village community system. and 
expressed the hope that I would do 
all | could to secure the adoption of 
what is called the scattered homes or 
boarding out system. A great deal 
is to be said for scattered homes for 
children, but I think my hon. friend 
has lost sight of the very great difficulty 
of finding homes forthe children. There 
are certain advantages, too, connected 
with the barrack school system because. 
if anyone will follow the lives of children 
who have left a barrack school, he will 
be surprised at the number who occupy 
leading positions in the Army and the 
Navy, as well as civil professions. We 
must make the best of the material 
at our disposal, and, while we will do 
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everything we can to secure improve- 
ments in the Poor Law system, especially 
as regards children, we cannot, of 
course, impose a new system until we 
are sure that the old system has broken 
down and must be replaced. We are 
not departing from the rules laid down 
by my right hon. friend who preceded 
me at the Local Government Board ; we 
are following the policy he initiated, and 
my hon. friend may rest assured that 
nothing will be done to encourage 
large collections of children in new 
schools 


My right hon. triend the Mem- 
ber for the Sleaford Division brought 
forward the motor car question. ‘The 
powers of the Local Government Board 
in the matter are not quite as complete 
as he thinks they are. We have powers, 
no doubt, and very wide powers, with 
reference to the construction and use of 
the cars, but the suggestion that we 
should make a regulation which would 
secure the identification of motor cars by 
some system of registration at the Local 
Government Board is an impossible 
suggestion. I would ask hon. Members 
to contemplate what it would mean if 
the Local Government Board became 
the Department responsible for the 
holding of the register. It would be 
of no use to compel motor cars to be 
numbered unless there was some central 
place where the number could be traced 
and compared. In all probability the 
better plan would be to vest local 
authorities with the duty of issuing 
their own regulations, and taking their 
own measures for identification. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): Does not the right hon. Gentle- 
man realise that motor cars go all over 
the country, from London to Northum- 
berland ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: That is 
perfectly true, but there is nothing to 
prevent a system of registration which 
will enable a car registered in London to 
be identified in Northumberland. — [ 
entirely agree that the present regula- 
tions are altogether inefficient. They 
place undue restrictions in the way of 





771 Adjournment of 
those who desire to use their cars wisely 
and prudently, while, on the other hand, 
they do not restrain mischievous people 
from doing great harm. I should be 
very glad indeed to find a way out of 
the difficulty, but my right hon. friend 
knows well as I do that there is 
great opposition to any proposals of 
the kind. [An Hon. Memper: No.] My 
hon. friend says “ No,” but he will find 
there is very great opposition to any 
proposal to increase the pace of motor 
cars unless identification is made simpler. 
I have taken the trouble to see a great 
many persons interested in motor cars. 
What were the suggestions they made ? 
One was that motor cars of a particular 
kind should be exempt from the regula- 
tions. Do hon. Members adopt the 
suggestion that, for instance, a motor car 
going a certain pace should be exempt ? 
[ am only indicating the difficulties which 
exist, but I am very glad indeed that the 
House of Commons appears to be unani- 
mous in favour of an alteration in the 
law which would compel motor cars to 
carry some means of identification and 
to enable them to go any pace they like 
without danger to the public. That is 
the line which reform must take, but [| 
am afraid it will not be quite so easy as 
my right hon. friend thinks. Legisla- 
tion will be necessary in order to secure 
efficient means of identification, and also, 
as my right hon. friend pointed out, in 
order to deal with the regulation of 
speed. Unquestionably, the motor car 
industry is a great and agrowing industry, 
which will effect considerable changes in 
the locomotion of the country ; and if hon. 


as 


Members are prepared to support me in 
an alteration of the law such as I have 
indicated, nothing will give me greater 
pleasure than to do my best to make 
proposals of a satisfactory character. 
jut | hope hon. Members will realise 
that Iam not prepared to make exemp- 
tions in favour of any particular class of 
motor car. If new regulations are to be 
made, they must be generally applied to 
all cars. I believe myself such an altera- 
tion would be beneficial. I have been in 
consultation with the Automobile Club 
and other gentlemen interested in auto- 
mobilism, and I hope I will be able to 
make proposals which will be satisfactory | 
to them, and which will at the same | 
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time provide greater safety for the public. 
I have thought it desirable to deal with 
these few points, and I hope the Com- 
mittee will now let me have the Vote. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) said he wished to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman whether there would be another 
opportunity of having a short discussion 
on the Vote, as there were some im- 
portant questions affecting his constituents 
which he desired to bring forward. The 
Vote had only been discussed for an 
hour and a half, whereas the Vote for 
the Board of Agriculture had been dis- 
cussed for an afternoon. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: If the Com- 
mittee see fit to pass the Vote tonight. we 
will put down the Report stage as first 
Order tomorrow after two or three small 
Bills, which I believe are not of a contro- 
versial character. That will give the 
hon. Gentleman the opportunity he 
desires. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAG U (Hampshire, 
New Forest) said that, as a member of 
the Automobile Club, he wished to state 
that they did not wish in any way to be 
a nuisance to the public. All they 
wished to show was that it was perfectly 
possible to use a higher rate of speed 
than at present allowed with perfect 
safety to the public. He was entirely 
with his right hon. friend, and would 
be prepared to bring in a Bill to support 
him on the lines he had just fore 
shadowed to the Committee. 


It being Midnight, the Chairman 
left the Chair to make his report to the 
House. 


Committee report progress; to sit 


again tomorrow (afternoon sitting). 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Wednesday, 28th May, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 


COLWYN BAY AND COLWYN URBAN 
DISTRICT COUNCIL BILL (KriNw’s 


BUSINESS. 


—_— 


CONSENT SIGNIFIED). 


Read the third time, and passed. 


» 


HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH 


RAILWAY BILL. [By Orper. ] 


Read the third time, and passed. 


AL GOVERNMENT 


VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL, 


LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 


CLASSES) BILL 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 8.) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


Lot 


ORDERS (No. 9) BILL, 


AL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 10) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


prep 
PIER 
PIER 


PILOTAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER 


ORDERS (No. 11) BILL, 


AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 1) BILL, 


AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 2) BILL, 


Read a second time, and committed. 


ELECTRIC 
Rea 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 


Petition from Southampton, against ; to 


PETITIONS. 


BILL, 


lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 


Petitions for alteration: 
wick-on-Wear ; Bramley ; and Mirfield ; 


BILL. 


to lie upon the Table. 


IMMORAL TRAFFIC 


upon the Table. 
VOL. CVILL [Fountn Sertes.] 





(IRELAND) PRO- 


BILL, 


LIGHTING (LONDON) BILL. 


da second time. 


From South- 


(SCOTLAND) BILI. 
Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to lie 


LICENSING BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Gravesend 
(two) : Gateshead ; Sheffield ; and Ports- 
mouth (two): to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON WATER BILL. 
Petitions in favour of the direct repre 
sentation of Urban District Councils upon 
the proposed Water Board: From Twick 
enham ; and Heston and Isewort! : to lie 
upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against: From Windsor ; 
Vauxhall ; Whitwick ; and Liverpool ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RATING OF LAND VALUES 
Petition from Croydon, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTONICATING: LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Rve and 


South Norwood ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CENSUS OF IRELAND, 1901. 

Copy presented, of Census of Treland, 
Part 1, Vol. If... Province of Ulster 
(County of Armagh) | 
lie upon the Table. 


ry Command} : to 


UGANDA RAILWAY ACTS, 1896 \s me) 

\ecount presented, showing the money 
issued from the Consolidated Fund under 
the provisions of the Uganda Railway 
Acts, 1896 (49 and 60 Vic., ¢ 38) and 
1900 (63 and 64 Vic., ce. 11), and of the 
money expended and borrowed, and 
securities created, under the said Act. to 
3ist March, 1901, together with the Re- 
port of the Comptroller and Auditor 
(reneral thereon [by Act]: to le upon 
the Table, and to be printed. | No. 193.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copy presented, of | hiplomatie and Con- 


sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2,806 
(hy Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


COMMONS 
Mr. Crombie, Mr. Jeffreys, Mr. Hey- 
wood Johnstone, Mr. William Jones, Mr. 


Lovd, Mr. Roche, and) Mr. Freeman- 
Thomas nominated members of the 
2G 








T75 (Juestions. 
Select Committee on Commons, with five 
members to be added by the Committee 
of Selection.—(Sir William Watron.) 
VUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRUULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Proposed Smallpox Hospital at 
Hanworth. 

sik FL DINON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge) : To ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether he 
has vet received the report of the two 
ottivers of the Department he instructed 
to visit the site of the proposed smallpox 
hospital at Hanworth, Middlesex; and 
whether he is now prepared to take 
steps to prevent the danger to London 
which its erection above the intakes of 
three cf the water companies may cause. 


(Aansirer.) Two ofticers of the Depart- 
ment have visited the site of the hospital 
referred to, and have made a report to 
me on the subject. I understand that 
there is ho fear of pollution of the 
sources of supply of the water com- 
panies, provided that the cesspools on 
the site are emptied regularly and their 
contents are not allowed to overflow or 
soak away into the soil. J may add 
that, as | am advised, there is no 
scientific evidence to prove that small- 
pox infection can be conveyed by water, 
though, no doubt, any such risk should, 
if possible, be avoided.—(Loval Covern- 
ment Board.) 


Education Biil—Effect on Endowments. 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): To ask the Vice-President of 
the Committee of Council on Edueation 
whether he will state what would 
be the effect of the Education Bill 
upon an endowment which is sufficient, 
together with the Government grants, 
for the maintenance of a school in 
a borough of under 10,000 inhabitants ; 
to what purpose would the endowment 
be diverted; and would the borough 
he liable for its share of the expense 
incurred by the proposed local education 
authority for educational purposes. 


(.duswer.) This is a pure question of 
law, on which the Beard of Education 
cannot undertake to give advice.—(Lourd 
of Education.) 
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°e 
Scottish Continuation Classes. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Lord Advocate, in view of the 
fact that the sum of £95,000 appears in 
this year's Estimates for continuation 
classes in the Vote for public education 
in Scotland, will he say how much of 
this sum will be expended in the High- 
land crofting counties. ) 


(dnsuvr.) It is impossible to say 
what amount, out of the total assizned 
to continuation classes in the Estimates 
tor the current financial year, will be 
expended on schools in any specitied 
counties until the claims have been 
received, and the grants calculated there- 
on. ‘The claims are to be made up for 
the year ending 3lst July, 1902.— 
(Scottish Office.) 


Government Dockyard Contracts— 
air Wage, &c. 

Mr. STUART SAMUEL (Tower 
Hamlets, Whitechapel): To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether a 
recognised standard rate of fair wage 
and limit of hours of work stipulated by 
the Government are to be accorded to 
those engaged as carmen and draymen 
by the Government contractors; and, 
if so, will he state the conditions. 


(Answer.) All contracts for the supply 
of teams and drivers on hire to His 
Majesty's dockyards contain the usual 
stipulation that the wages paid in the 
execution of the contract shall be those 
current for such work in the district 
concerned. They also provide that the 
hours worked shall be the ordinary 
dockyard hours, with extra payment 
for any overtime. It is not proposed to 
insert any fresh conditions as to wages 
and limit of hours of work in these 
contracts, as the stipulations already 
mentioned ure considered to meet these 
points satisfactorily. —(4dmirulty. ) 


China Operations, 1901—-Medals and 
Gratuities for Naval Force. 

Mr. JOHN HUTYON (Yorkshire, 
Richmond): To ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether he will state 
when it is intended to issue medals 
to the remainder of the officers and 
seamen employed in the late opera- 
tions in China; whether they can be 
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distributed before the Coronation; and 
whether it is intended to make a gratuity 
to the officers and seamen employed in 
those operations; and. if so, what will 
be the amount, and when will it probably 


be paid. 


(dnsuer.) The issue of these medals 
is being proceeded with as rapidly as 
possible, and orders have been given to 
the home ports, the Marine Divisions, 
the Channel and Cruiser Squadrons, 
and the Mediterranean Fleet, to furnish 
lists to those entitled to the medals in 
time for their issue before the Coronation. 
A gratuity will be granted to the Naval 
and Marine and Colonial Naval Forces 
employed in these operations as soon as 
the necessary arrangements can be made. 


The amount and probable date of 
payment cannot be stated at present. 
—( Admiralty). 


Income Tax—Assessments under 
Schedule C. 

Mr. STUART SAMUEL: To ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
interest chargeable with income tax 
under Schedule C of the Income 
Tax Acts is chargeable at the rate 
in force at the date on which the 
interest 1s received in this country by 
the agent entrusted with its distribution, 
or at the rate in force at the date on 
which the interest becomes due. 


(duswer.) The hon. Member is pre- 
sumably referring to interest from 
foreign or colonial sources, which is 
chargeable under Schedule C of the 
Income Tax Acts. The income tax on 
such interest is payable at the rate in 
foree at the date at which payment of 
the interest due is first obtainable in 
this country from the agent entrusted 
with its distribution.—(7reusury.) 


United Irish League and the Police. 
Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
Co., N.E.): To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has 
been called to a practice recently 
growing up amongst the police at Kil- 
dorrery and Ballindangan, North-East 
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Cork, of taking up positions in the | 
passages leading to, and at the doors of, | 
rooms where meetings of the United Office.) 
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Irish League are being held; and, hav- 
ing regard to the character of such 
meetings, and seeing that the names of 
the members attending are regularly 
published in the newspapers, will he 
consider the desirability of reeommend- 
ing the discontinuance of the practice. 


(Answer.) I have already stated that 
where a branch of this society may 
reasonably be believed to have advocated 
acts of boycotting and intimidation, the 
police have instructions to attend in 
close proximity to the place of meeting, 
with the twofold object of inspiring 
confidence in the victims of intimidation 
and of collecting evidence in the event 
of attempts being made to renew it. 
Pursuant to these instructions the police 
are closely watching the proceedings of 
the local branches of the League in the 
districts mentioned, and they will con- 
tinue to pursue this course of action so 
long as may be necessary. On the 15th 
inst. the secretary to the branch at 
Kildorrery was convicted of the offence 
of criminal conspiracy against certain 
persons in the locality, who are boy- 
cotted, and sentenced to four months 
imprisonment. Frdém this sentence an 
appeal has been lodged.—(/rish Offive.) 


Government Office. Darjeeling. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he is aware 
that pensioners who are required to 
attend at the Government Office, Dar- 
jeeling, at 11 a.m. to receive their 
pension money are kept waiting until 
5 p.m. before they are paid; and will he 
have some inquiry made into the matter. 


(Ansuer.) This matter is one as to 
which any complaints should be ad- 
dressed to the local authorities. 1 do 
not propose to make any inquiry on the 


subject.—(/ndia Office.) 


Sara Ghat Ferry. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether it is proposed 
to supersede the State steamers now 
used for crossing the river at the Sara 
Ghat Ferry by steamers of a modern 
type. 

(Answer.) This matter is one which 
rests with the local authorities.—(/ndia 


2G 2 
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Himalaya Narrow Gauge Railway. | Houses of Parliament—Risk from Neigh- 


ne op ‘ ouring Sewers. 
Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of | ee 
, " r= , ‘nace| Mr. JOHN HUTTON: To ask the 
State for India, seeing that the space). ; dae: PN > 
under the seats of the third-class | First Commissioner ot Works whether 
ae 7] seats as: . . 
carriages of the Himalaya Narrow he has had his attention called to the 
Gau ge is open and that the | condition of the sewers in the neighbour- 
ee ee a <eneers is usually | hood of the Houses of Parliament; and 
hand luggage of passengers 1s usual) tice te. cs Kc Tiapeng verte 
placed under the seats, will he consider | W0e™0eT Os can make any statemen 
the advisability of recommending to the | 
Railway Department of the Government | N - 
that these open spaces be enclosed by |  (¢nswer.) No complaints have reached 
| 
' 
| 
| 


wire or otherwise, so that there may be | ™e lately. Some years ago attention 
no risk of luggaze getting on the line, | W@s called to the unsatisiactory state of 
in view of the accident which occurred | the sewers in the neighbourhood, and a 
on the 4th January last to a train | Committee of the 
descending the mountain. 

| 

| 


House of Commons 
reported on the need for improvements. 
The County Council considered, on repre- 
(.duseer.) The matter is one as to | Sentations from the Office of Works, 
should be | Methods for ventilating the Metropolitan 
(Undia | ™#In sewer, and the Council communi- 
icated with the Vestry as to altering the 
| district sewers under the charge ot that 
body. I think very little has been 
‘actually done, but some of the inlet 
ventilators in the street were altered. 
| My hon. friend is no doubt aware that, 
asa result of an inquiry hy a Committee 
in 1886, the drains of the Houses of 


which any complaints 
addressed to the loeal authorities. 
Othe .) 


District Officers in India—Tentage 
Arrangements. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he is aware that 
Lieutenant-Co'onel Yates, in referring | 
to the large tents used by district | Paciiament wets semplately cut off foun 
officers on tour in India, suggests that | all risks from the public sewers.—(Ofia 
they might with advantage be superseded | of Works.) 


by the Swiss cottage and cashmere | 
tents, which are handier and more 


Hyde Park Carriage Regulations. 

Mr. MARSHALL HALL (Laneashire, 
Southport): ‘To ask the First Commis- 
sioner of Works if he will advise the 
authorities to give the same facilities, 
subject to such regulations as may be 
|thought desirable. to hackney cabs 
\for using the roads in Hyde Park 


after 7 pm. daily as are now accorded to 
Colombo Breakwater. | private carriages. 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the President of | 
the Board of Trade if he will explain | (A nsw r.) The rules for Hyde Park. 
why no notification has been issued in | under the Parks Reeulation Act of 1872, 
the monthly notice to mariners of the provide that ‘“ hackney carriages may 
several alterations in the position of the| only enter at Victoria and Alexandra 
Rubble Stone light vessel at the new | Gates, and may only use the direct road 
breakwater, Colombo. | between those gates.” [ regret that I 

| cannot undertake to advise an alteration 
Alteration in the position | of this Rule—((jfice of Works.) 


(Answer. ) 
of the light vessel to which the hon. | 
Member refers was notified in the issue | 


economical; and will 
receive consideration. 


the suggestion | 


(4d nswer. 1 am content to leave the 
regulation of tentage used by district 
otticers in India to the Indian Govern- 
ment.—(/ndie Office.) 





Diplomatic Service—Position of 





of notices to mariners 
1900, and again in the issue of January, 
1902, and a notice on the subject 
appears in the issue for this month. 
—( Board of Trade.) 


of November, | 


Attaches. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON : To ask 
| the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
| Affairs whether his attention has been 
directed to the fact that attaches to the 
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Questions. 


various embassies of the Empire have to 
pass an eXamination, and that after years 


of preparation and the successful passing | 


of this examination these attaches have 
to serve tor two years without pay or 
renuneration. Whether in any other 
Department in the public service such a 
rule exists; and seeing that at the 
termination of two years the salary is 
fixed at only £150 per annum, and con- 
sidering that the expenses of For ign 
Office attaches are greater than in any 
other Department of the Government, 
and, having regard to the nature of their 
duties, whether he will recommend the 
increase of their salaries. 


(4 nsiver.) 
in the Diplomatie Service have to serve 
fortwo years after appointment without 
pay or remuneration. We have no in- 
formation to show that such a rule 


exists in any other Department of the | 


public service. The question of granting 
salaries to attachés and increasing the 
remuneration assigned to third 
taries has on several occasions been raised, 
but it has not hitherto been thought 
desirable to make the change suggested. 
—(Foreign Office.) 


(2.15.) VUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South African War—Publication of Pro- 
— at Courts Martialand Military 
ourts. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : | 


[beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether. having regard to the 
publication of the evidence adduced at 
the court martial of Commander 
Scheepers who was convicted, the War 
Office will publish the evidence adduced 
at the court-martial of Commander 
Kritzinger who was acquitted. 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): No, Sir: I see no necessity for 
publishing this evidence. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Was he 
now convicted on the very same evidence 
as that on which Kritzinger was 
acquitted ? 


{No answer was returned. | 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will state what explanatio_n, 
if any, the War Office has to offer ‘or 
the publication of the evidence adduced 
in the court martial on Commander 
| Scheepers, and the withholding from the 
| public of the evidence adduced in the 
court - martial on Morant, Handeock, 
Witton, and Picton, British officers, who 
were convicted of the murder of Boer 
prisoners. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


Mr 
mander Scheepers was 
court held under martial 
| was not a court-martial. 


BRODRICK: The trial of Com- 
by a military 
law, but it 


It is the case that attachés | 


Execution of Commander Scheepers. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 


whether he is now able to state the 
circumstances attending the execution 
of Commander Scheepers at Graft 
Reinet on the 18th of January last. 


| Mr. BRODRICK: I have made 
inquiries, and find that the execution of 
| Commander Scheepers was carried out 
jin the usual manner. Lord Kitchener 
| telegraphed to me on 5th April 


| 


“The prisoner was most composed; he 
walked absolutely unaided to the chair, where 
he was fastened, as is always done. [From the 
time he stepped from the ambulance till he was 
dead barely one minute elapsed. There were 
no piteous scenes, and no hitch of any sort. ” 


| Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Did he ask 
to be allowed to face death, and was he 
after that bandaged and ticd in a chair ? 


{No answer was returned. | 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: You know 


it was so. 
Sir Redvers Buller. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, having regard to the state- 
ments that have been made respecting 
Sir Redvers Buller with reference to 
the heliogram sent by him to Sir George 
White during the siege of Ladysmith, 
the War Office will now publish in full 
that heliogram or permit its publica- 
tion in full by Sir Redvers Buller. 











783 
Mr. BRODRICK: Sir Redvers Buller | 


has addressed me a communication on 
this matter, and | am not prepared at 
present to make any statement. 


Questions. 


\ 


Spanish-American War—British Diplo- 
matic Action preceding the Wav. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether, 
previous to the late war between the 
United States and Spain, any assurances 
were given by the British Government 
to the Government of the United States 
as to the conduct or policy of Great 
Britain in reference to that war; if so, 
whether such assurances were conveyed 
by word of mouth or by correspondence ; 
and whether, in view of the time that 
has elapsed since the termination of 
that war, the terms of any such assur- 
ance and the text of all correspondence 
relating thereto that may have pas-ed 
will now be laid upon the Table of 
this House. 


THe UNDERSECRETARY orSTATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): I can find no trace 
of any such assurances. 


Roman Catholic Chaplains for the Navy. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he is aware that 
the Roman Catholic sailors, whose 
deaths were caused by the explosion 
of a gun aboard the warship ‘“ Mars,” 
while manwuvring off Berehaven, were 
denied religious consolation while the 
Protestant sailors had the ministrations 
of the Chureh of England chaplain ; 
whether his attention has been called 
to a resolution passed at the inquest 
held as to the cause of death of these 
sailors; and, seeing that the jury urged 
on the Government the advisability of 


having at least one Roman Catholic 
chaplain attached to each squadron, 


whether he proposes to advise that 
effect shall be given to this reeommenda- 
tion of the jury. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNotp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): Only one of the men who died 


(COMMONS} 


ion shore, 
/a priest were available. 
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His death took place in the hospital 
where the ministrations of 
My attention 
has been called to the remarks made 
by the jury. As the hon. Member 
is doubtless aware, I stated the policy 
of the Admiralty with regard to embark- 
ing Roman Catholic chaplains in sea- 
going ships in February last, to the 
following effect: That, 

“In the fature, when large squadrons of ships 
are detached from their stations for any 
length of time in circumstances which would 
preclude Roman Catholic sailors from receiving 
the ministrations of their religion, a Roman 
Catholic chaplain shall accompany — those 
ships.” 

That undertaking has been, and will 
be, observed. The ships of the Channel 
Squadron are rarely more than a week 
out of port, and do not, therefore. come 
under the terms of the undertaking. 
It is not proposed, therefore, to make 
any departure from the existing practice 
such as was recommended by the jury. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork County, 
E.): Will the recommendation of the 
jury be carried out so far as the 
Mediterranean fleet is concerned ! 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: 
Roman Catholic chaplain has 
despatched there. 


Yes, a 


been 


Accidents in Coal Mines. 
*Sirm CHARLES PILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he will consider If 
it is possible to give additional details of 
cases of disablement among coal miners, 
such as those obtainable from the 
Miners’ Permanent Relief Funds and 
from the Central Association, which 
deals with nine English societies compos 
ing the Association and representing 
some 300,000 members; whether he 
has any official information to the 
effect that the accidents so shown are 
more numerous than those included 
in the Reports of the Inspectors of 
Mines; and whether he will arrange 
to give to the Inspectors of Mines power 
to report all cases of smart money and 


subsequently to the recent gun accident | compensation paid by the collieries in 


on the “Mars” was a Roman Catholic. | their 


districts, and to distinguish 
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between accidents occurring to coal 
miners under sixteen and under twenty 
or twenty-one years of age. 


SECRETARY or STATE ror 
me HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
UTcHig., Croydon): While the figures 
of fatal accidents in coal mines are, | 
believe, complete and accurate, it has 
long been recognised that the returns of 
non-fatal accidents, however useful for 
administrative purposes, are of little or 
no statistical value. The Act requires 
evious accidents to be reported, but 
leaves it to each mine owner to decide 
for himself what constitutes a serious 
accident. The whole subject of the 
reporting of accidents in mines is under 
the consideration of a small Depart- 
mental Committee, which I appointed 
some months ago, and I understand 
that the Committee hope to make some 
recommendations which will put the 
matter on a more satisfactory footing. 


*THE 


‘Sin CHARLES DILKE: And as to 
the last puragraph of the Question } 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No doubt the 
Committee will consider the last point 
raised in the right hon. Gentleman's 
Question. 


Accidents in Metalliferous Mines. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 


Department whether he has any 
official information explaining — the 


increasing number and proportion of 
persons injured in metalliferous mines, 
and whether he expects to be able to 
introduce a Metalliferous Mines Bill. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The Returns of non- 
fatal aecidents reported in metalliferous 
mines do not show an increase in the 
nuiaber of persons injured —on the 
contrary, there appears to be a decrease. 
No doubt these figures are open to the 
same objection as the figures of non- 
fatal accidents in coal mines, but the 
figures of fatal accidents, which are, | 
believe, thoroughly trustworthy, show 
similar results. The death-rate in 
metalliferous mines was lower last year 
than in any previous year since the 
statistics began in 1873. As to legislation, 
I have a Bill in draft, and should be 
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glad of a favourable opportunity of 
introducing it, but the right hon. 
Baronet will recognise that the question 
is full of difficulties, and it has to be 
remembered that the number of persons 
employed in metalliferous mines is not 
in itself large, and is not increasing. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Has the 
right hon. Gentleman had his attention 
called to the figures on which my 
Question is based—those in Dr. Oliver's 
book ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: [ cannot sav that I 
have read the book, but I am awiure of 
the figures, of course. 


Imprisonment for Contempt of Court. 

Mr. MACV EAGH (Down, S.): | beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he can state how 
many persons were committed to prison 
for comeipt of court in England 
between Ist October, 1899, and 31st 
December, 1901, and for what period 
each was detained in custody. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: This information is 
not at present in my possession, but I 
am having it collected. 


Sheffield Parachute Fatality. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether his 
attention has been called to the recent 
fatal accident to a lady parachutish at 
Sheffield; and whether it is his inten- 
tion to issue a prohibition against per- 
formances by parachutists. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have seen accounts 
of this accident and view with regret 
public performances involving such risks 
to human lite: but there is no law 
against them provided that the person 
is, if a female, over the age of 18, or 16 
ifa male. I have no power to issue the 
suggested prohibition. 


*Mr JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
consider the advisability of giving to the 
Jocal authority discretion in such 
matter? 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: There has been com- 
paratively recent legi-lation, and | think 
if we were to increase the age to meet 
cases of this kind strong objections might 
be raised. I understand that the lady 
parachutist who met with this accident 
was 23, and I question whether Parlia- 
ment would be willing to consent to 
legislation which would prevent persons 
of that mature age taking part in such 
performances. 


Housing of Working Classes in London. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): | beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board if he can state 
the broad principle on which certain 
questions relating to the housing of the 
working classes in the Metropolis are 
placed under the jurisdiction of the 
Home Office, while similar questions in 
the rest of England and Wales are 
under that of the Loeal Government 
Board ; and to what extent, if any, the 
division of jurisliction is the result of 
the distinction drawn by the Treasury 
in the qualifications requir d of officials 
in their respective Departments. 


THe SECRETARY to tae LOCAL 
GOVERNMEN. BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N. R. Thirsk): I do 
not think that the division of jurisdiction 
under the Housing of the Working 
Classes Acts rests on any broad principle. 
It is a survival of the arrangement 
made under the Artisans’ and Labourers’ 
Dwellings Acts which were consolidated 
by the Act of 1890. I am not aware 
that this division of jurisdiction is in any 
sense the result of the distinction referred 
to in the concluding part of the 
Question. 


Old Court Post Office. 

Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
is aware that it is contemplated to change 
the sub-post office from Old Court to 
Creagh : and seeing that the Baltimore 
and Skibbereen Harbour Commissioners 
passed a resolution against the proposed 
change, and pointed out that it would 
cause inconvenience to the masters and 
sailors of ships who frequent the river 
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Illen, and who have no landing-place 
but Old Court in that part of the river, 
whether he will see that nojsuch change 
is made in connection with this sub-post 
offices 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THR TREASURY (Mr. AusteN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E): It is proposed 
to improve the postal service to the 
Creagh district by sending the mails by 
train to Creagh railway station instead 
of by road to Old Court, and in connee- 
tion with this alteration a question has 
arisen as to the expediency of removing 
the sub-post office from Old Court to 
Creagh. ‘The Postmaster Ceneral has re- 
ceived a resolution from the Baltimore 
and Skibbereen Harbour Commissioners 
against the removal of the office. and 
before coming to a decision he will con- 
sider the matter further. 


Trish mating Dots Complaints of Belfast 
hiskey Merchants. 

Mr T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether representations have been 
made to the Board of Trade regarding 
the treatment whiskey merchants in 
Belfast are subjected to in the matter of 
rates: is he aware that all articles of 
commerce classified alike to whiskey are 
not being charged by carrying companies 
at similar rates ; and will he state what 
steps, if any, he intends to take, by legis- 
lation or otherwise, to secure for whiskey 
merchants equality of treatment for the 
conveyance of their goods with the 
traders in other commodities. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): Yes, Sir, the Board of Tradehave 
received a representation on this subject 
and entered into correspondence with two 
of the Irish Companies, and also with the 
Railway Assoviation with reference to the 
matter. I shall be happy to show the 
hon. and learned Member the replies 
received from the companies. ‘These 
replies are somewhat lengthy, but they 
give a reasonable explanation of the 
position. 
substance in the present 
inasmuch as whiskey does not compete 


complaint, 


There does not appear to be any - 
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with such articles as hardware and linen, of 
although they are included in the same 


class with it. 


Belfast Police Force. 


“Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the of 


Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenan 


of Ireland whether the proposed increase 
inthe Belfast police force will be made 


before July, and when it takes place wil 


men who have previously served in 


Belfast be selected where possible. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): It has 
not yet been definitely decided to what 
extent the Belfast police force is to be 
increased, nor has a date been fixed for 


the appointment of additional constables. 
The most 
Familiarity with the 


considered in making such a selection. 


Mr. 7. M. HEALY: Have not the 
loeal authorities strongly recommended 
an immediate increase of the force ? 


=Mre. WYNDHAM: The increase is 
contemplated, but the extent and date 
lam not prepared to announce. 


Irisn Boarded-out Children—Lady 
Inspector. 

Me. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask 
the Chief Seeretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if his attention has 
ben called to the protest of the Dun- 
dik Board of Guardians and other 
publie bodies to the refusal of the Local 
Government Board to select a Roman 
Catholic for the post of lady inspector 
o boarded-out children, although 90 
per cent. of such children are Roman 
Catholies; will he explain why pre 
rence was given to a Protestant for 
uch an office ; and what qualifications, 
Xperience, or credentials did the lady 
‘ppointed possess. and on what basis 
vas the selection made. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The qualifications 
tthe lady appointed to this position 





vere set out in my reply to the Ques- 
lon put on the 15th instant by the 
ton. Member for the Leix Division 


suitable men will be selected. 
conditions of a 
large city like Belfast is an element to be 
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Queen’s County.+ There appears 

to be some misunderstanding as to 

the duties of the inspector. She 

will have nothing whatever to say 

to the education of the children, 

nor will she have the _ selection 
nurses. The authority of the 

t Guardians and of the Ladies’ Com- 


mittees will in no way be lessened or 
impaired by her appointment. She is 
| not empowered to make any order with 
respect to the children; she can only 
make recommendations concerning them 
to the Guardians and the Committees. 
The inspector appointed »as not selected 
on account of her religion, which was 
not even inquired into, but because of 
her previous experience and fitness for 
the post. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: On what Vote 


will the salary appear ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Vote for the 
Local Government Board. 


Annaghmore Ri.ts. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state how 
many Justices of the Peace in the Petty 
Sessions District of Clonmacate, County 
Armagh, are Roman Catholics; what 
resident magistrate will attend the trial 


of the Annaghmore rioters; whether 
any rioters have been identified other 


than those already summoned, and, if 
so, whether they will be prosecuted. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This is the seventh 
Question addressed to me by the hon. 
Member in respect of proceedings for 
riot which are now pending. All the 
information that can properly be given 
has already been given, and I must 
decline to discuss » matter which is suh 
judive, 


Mr. MACVEAGH: What is the right 
hon. Gentleman’s objection to answering 
the first part of the Question ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I object to dis- 
cussing the personnel of the Bench 
before which the case is to come. 


+See p. 368. 
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Irish Commissioners of National 
ucation. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY : Have the Govern- 
ment any objection to the return on Edu- 
eation which stands in my name on the 


paper ?7 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot give the 
Departmental correspondence, but | 
agree to give all asked for under heads 
A, and B, 3 and 4. 


Business of the House. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): { have to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury what will be 
the business on Friday. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREAS- 
URY (Mr. A. J. BaLtrour, Manchester, 
E.): Objection has been expressed to 
taking on that day the Motion to make 
the orders already passed Standing 
Orders. and there is a certain inconveni- 
ence in that course, as any further pro- 
gress we may make with the new Pro- 
cedure Rules would have to be brought 
forward at a later period of the session. 
I therefore propose on Friday to take 
Supply—the Home Office Vote first, and 


+ The Return was as follows :— 


Epvucarion (LRELAND) (COMMISSIONERS’ 
ORDERS)—RETURN SHOWING 


A.—(1) Number of Orders made by the 
Commissioners of National Edn- 
eatton in Lreland, between the 
Ist day of April, 1900, and the Ist 
day of April, 1902, cancelling the 
salaries of assistant teachers in 
National schools «wing to the 
average attendance being under 
sixty. 

(2) And number of such appointments 
that would not have been can- 
celled if the average attendance 
for an assistant were recognised 
at fifty instead of sixty. 

(3) Also up to what date and fer what 
period previously was an average 
attendance of fifty accepted by 
the Commissioners as sufficient to 
qualify a sebool for the services 
of an assistant. 


(4) Amountof balance of Parliamentary | 


Vote surrendered by the Com- 
tissioners of National Education 
to the Treasury for the financial 
years ended respectively—31st 
day of Mareh, 1900, 3lst day of 
March, 1901, 3lst day of March, 
1902, with total for three years 
period. 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 792 


afterwards Class [V., Votes 1 to 7, Edu- 
cation, and so forth. That will count as 
half an allotted day. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES.) 

Mr. HaLsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had added 
to the Standing Committee on Law and 
Courts of Justice and Legal Procedure 
the following fifteen members in respect 
of the University of Wales (Graduates) 
Bill: —Sir William Anson, Mr. Vaughan- 
Davies, Mr. Edwards, Sir Michael Foster 
Mr. Jebb, Mr. William Jones, Mr. Ken 
yon, General Laurie, Mr. Joseph Law- 
rence, Mr. Lloyd-George. Mr. Humphreys- 
Owen, Mr. Frederick Morgan, Mr. 
Herbert Roberts, Mr. Alfred Thomas, 
and Major Wyndham-Quin. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 


COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BIUL. 
[LoRDs. | 
Read the first time; to he read a 


second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. | Bill 224 | 


NEW BILL, 


ICE CREAM SHOPS (SCOTLAND) 
(No. 2) BILL. 

‘For the better regulation of Ice Cream 
Shops in Scotland,” presented by Mr. 
Orr-Ewing, under Standing Order 31; 
supported by Mr. Cameron Corbett, Mr 


B.—(1) Correspondence in 1900, 1901, and 
1902 between managers or prin- 
cipals of Trish Training Colleges 
under private manavement and 
the Commissioners of National 
Edueation and {rish Government, 
on proposed increase in number of 
students in those colleges. 

(2) Also all correspondence on the sub- 
ject of equipment grants, with a 
view to carry out new programme 
for teachers and scho ls, and of 
suitable salaries for the teachers 
of the practising schools attached 
to each training college. 

(3) Number of students in the male and 
female departments respectively 
of the Marlborough Street Train- 
ing College at the commencement 
of current session (1901-2), with 
the religious denomination of such 
students. 

(4) Corresponding Returns for each of 
the training colleges under private 
management. 
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John Dewar, and Mr. Law; to be read a 
second time upon Friday, and to be 
printed. [Bill 223.] 
ROYAL NAVAL RESERVE VOLUNTEERS 
BILL, 
[SECOND READING, | 


Order for Second Reading read. 


2.30.) THe SECRETARY To THE 
ADMIRALTY (Mr. ArRNoup-Forster, 
Beltast, W.): In moving the Second 


Reading of this Bill, | have te explain 
that its object is to remedy a_ patent 
defect in the present law. Under the 
statute of 1859 the Admiralty were given 
powers to raise Naval Volunteers, now 
known as the Royal Naval Reserve. 
These Volunteers were compelled by the 
terins of the statute to be men resident 
in the United Kingdom, the Isle of Man, 
and the Channel Islands. In 1896 it 
was desired to employ in the Roval 
Naval men serving in the 
Canatian Pacific Line of steamers, and 


Reserve 


an Act was passed permitting the 
enlistment of these men. But it con- 
tained the limitation that such men 


must be serving in a vessel registered in 
the British 
fact. the vessels of the Canadian Pacific 
Steamship Company were. Since that 
time Volunteers have been enlisted into 
the Roval Naval Reserve in the colony 
ot Newfoundland, and there is no 
statutory warrant for their enlistment. 
The object of the Bill, therefore, is to 
remedy that state of things, and permit 
British subjects serving in ships registered 
dsewhere than in the United Kingdom, 


Isles, which, as a matter of 


and residing outside it, to enter the 
Roval Naval Reserve. The Bill is 


merely intended to jegitimate the entry 
of the men who have already entered, 
and permit the entry of other men in 
similar circumstances in the future. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


time.’ 
Me EDMUND ROBERTSON 
Dundee) said he thought that any 


dixcussion on the Bill might be deferred 
tll the Committee stage, and he did not 
propose to offer any opposition to the 
Second Reading, but he would point out 
that the Bill was retrospective, and 
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amounted really to an act of indemnity. 
He would like to ask for an explanation 


as to the effect of the proposal in 
the Bill to omit the words “ serving 
on a vessel registered in the British 


Islands."’ That would make it possible 
to include vessels which were not 
registered in any part of the British 
dominions at all, and would enable men 
to be retained inthe Royal Naval leserve 
who were serving on board ships under 
a foreign flag. Was that really intended 
to be its effect ? He did not know that 
anything was to be gained by retaining 
these words, even if their omission 
entailed the consequence to which he 
had reterred, because the registration 
of ships in this country appeared to him 
no longer to aflord any guarantee what- 
ever that the ships so registered were in 
any proper sense of the word British 
ships. There was no reason whatever 
why the majority of shares in a British 
company should not be held by foreigners. 
He thought that at this stage of the Bill 
they might have an explanation from 
the Government whether it was really 
intended to retain in the Royal Naval 
Reserve men who were serving in foreign 
ships. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said the hon. Gentleman had declared 
that the Bill was to remedy a_ patent 
detect in the law, but in his opinion it 
was not a remedial Bill at all. it was 
a measure to give indemnity to the 
Admiralty for having committed acts 
the illegality of which had been pointed 
out by the Public Accounts Committee, 
ot which he had the honour to be a mem- 
ber. The Government chose, without a 
proper examination of the law on the 
subject, to do athing which they had no 
legal power to do, and, although the en- 
listment of Newfoundlanders was most 
proper and desirable, the Gcevernment 
certainly ought not to have sanctioned 
it without first making theinselves ac- 
quainted with the legal position. Their 
powers were reully limited to enrolling 
British subjects serving on board ships 
registered in the British Islands, and the 
Newfoundland men, as a tact, were not 
soserving. The Comptroller and Auditor 
General found out the mistake which 
had been made, and had it not been for 
him the illegality might still be continued. 





%95 loyal Naval Reserve 
The hon. Gentleman opposite had said 
that it was possible, as the law stocd, for 
a ship to be practically owned by a 
foreign corporation and yet to be regis- 
tered as a British ship. He disagreed 
with the hon. Member on that point. 
He believed that when a ship had fallen 
wholly under the dominion of « foreign 
corporation it ceased to be, in the words 
of the Merchant Shipping Act, ‘*a ship 
owned by British subjects or corpora- 
tion.’ In view of the large transfer of 
sritish shipping to take place on 31st 
December next, the question arose 
whether His Majesty’s Government were 
prepared to go on enrolling in the Naval 
Reserve British subjects sailing under a 
foreign flag. He thought it would be 
an entirely improper thing to do. He 
objected further to the method by which 
it was proposed to amend what the hon. 
Gentleman called » patent defect in the 
law. In his opinion, it was most itn- 
proper. It was proposed to omit certain 
words from the Act of 1896; he would 
rather leave the word: in, and add at 
the end the words “or in British pos- 
sessions.” That would be a desirable 
amplification of existing powers, and in 
Committee he hoped the Government 
would see their way to adopting his 
suggestion. He did not think there 
were any grounds for opposing the 
Second Reading of the Bill. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) 
said that if the Bill gave power to register 
in the Royal Naval Reserve sailors who 
were serving under a foreign flag, it 
would do away with the only safeguard 
we had that the Reserve should consist 
of British sailors serving in British ships. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Bill 
provides that only British subjects shall 
be enrolled. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: But can 
they be enrolled if they are serving under 
a foreign flag ? That is the point. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is not 
our intention to employ men of any 
other nationality who may be serving in 
British ships. As to whether British 


subjects serving in foreign ships shall be , 


enrolled, | understand it is intended 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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to move an Amendment on that point 
in Committee, and I will reserve till 
then any remarks I may have to make, 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN said he should 
like to draw attention to the ease of the 
Chinese in Australia. They were con- 
sidered British subjects. Could they be 
enrolled in the Royal Naval Reserve ? 


“Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 3.) thought 
the Member for King’s Lynn was under 
a misapprehension. It was true the 
Bill was partly designed to indemnify 
the Admiralty in regard to certain aets, 
but it was mainly designed to remedy a 
defect in the law. In justice to the 
Admiralty, he must say that they 
themselves and not the Comptroller 
and Auditor General, who, indeed, had 
not the opportunity, discovered the 
irregularity which had been’ committed 
in the enrolment of the Newfoundland 
fisherinen. This Bill would simply make 
the law what it ought to be, subject to 
amendment as to service under the flag, 
which he rather favoured, 


Mr. MACDONA (Southwark, Rother- 
hithe) : Will the Admiralty be willing to 
accept the services of the watermen and 
lightermen of London if they volunteer 
for the Naval Reserve ? 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE  ((louces- 
tershire. Forest of Dean) thought the 
hon. Member was misled by the title of 
the Bill. It had nothing to do with what 
were commonly ealled the naval volun- 
teers, it dealt solely with reserve men, 
and therefore the question raised by the 
hon. Member did not come in. He 
thought they ought to have some in- 
dication as to the prineiples which would 
guide the Government in the debates in 
Committee. He should like to point out 
that since 1870 a double allegiance was 
possible, and British subjects could also 
be American citizens without losing the 
allegiance to the Crown. There were 
many offices in the United States which 
could only be held by citizens of the 
United States, and which had been filled 
by gentlemen who had continued to be 
British subjects. Accordingly, _ the 
Government would not guard entirely 
against the danger which his hon. friend 
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had pointed out by merely using the, 
phrase British subjects, for many | 


American citizens were British subjects. 


Tue CIVIL LORD oF 
ALTY (Mr. 
bridge) said he thought the ques- 
tion Whether a British subject who was 
not a native of these islands could join 


THE ADMIR- 
PRETYMAN, Sutfolk, Wood- 


the Naval Reserve scarcely arose under | 


this Bill, as the power existed already. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE: The power 


at present is limited by registration in | 


the British Isles. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said his point was | 


that the limitation of the kind of 
British subject who should be enabled 
to join the Naval Reserve did not exist 
now. There were twoseparate questions 
—as to the ship, and as to the man. The 
Government wanted to remove the 
limitation as to ships, but they were not 
asking for any change with regard to 
the men. Under this Bill the Admiralty 
took the power to enlist a British subject 
inany ship, even if flying a foreign flag. 
it was distinctly a question for Com- 
mittee whether it was wise that the 
Government should take this power. 
The mere possession of the power did 
not, of course, necessarily entail its 
exercise. Jteferring to an interruption 
by the hon. Member for Dundee, he said 
it was a fact that a limited power 
already existed by which the Admiralty 
could allow Naval Reserve men to serve 
inships flying foreign flags If it was 
not thought wise to extend that power, 
the Committee could deal with the point. 
The Bill embraced within its scope all 
ships registered in any British possession, 
and even went beyond that, so as to 
include any ship. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and com- 


mitted for Monday next. 


PUBLIC OFFICES (DUBLIN) BILL. 
[SECOND READING. | 
Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [2ist April] “That 
the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Question again proposed. 


{28 May 1902} 


(Dublin) Bill. 798 
(2.52.) Mr. T, M. HEALY (Louth, N.) 


said there were two or three matters which 
he desired to refer to in connection with 
this Bill. One part of Dublin was the 
same to him as another, for he held no 
property in any part of the city, but he 
thought the House of Commons in the 
past had cast a good deal of taxation on 
the north side oi Dublin as against the 
south side. At the present time the 
rates on the north side were 4d. or 5d. 
lin the £ more than on the south side, 
and the result of this Bill would be to 
still further aggravate this evil. Instead 
of bringing this college of science near 
to the homes of the poor and the work- 
ing classes who desire! to use it, it was 
erected near the homes of the 
aristocracy who required it the least. 
He wished to know who was responsible 
for the selection of the site of this great 
institution. He wished to know 
whether it would be possible to leave 
the whole question of the site of this 
important college to the Select Com- 
mittee which it was proposed to refer 
the Bill to. This would be a mere 
matter of form. Unless this were done 
the question of the site wonld be abso- 
lutely excluded from the purview of the 
Committee because it was pre- letermined 
by the positive plans which lad been 
lodged. He thought they were entitled 
to ask who were tle gentlemen who 
had taken upon themselves the selection 
of this site in the aristocratic and im- 
proving part of the city, which was 
|necessarily the dearest part. The pro- 
perty on the southern side was double 
the value of that on the northern side, 
jand by taking this site they were 
lessening to that extent the amount that 
would be available for the ccllege itself. 


to be 


! 
aiso 


| He did not wish to offer any undue 
‘opposition, but he thought there 


|would be a saving of thousands of 
| pounds upon this question of the site 
;alone if the claims of the north side 
were considered and the aristocracy 


allowed to emigrate to the other side. 


| Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said that 
| they were entitled to know what offices 
it was proposed to find accommodation 
or in the new building, and some ex- 
planation of the necessity for moving the 
offices from one site to another. He fully 
'sympathised with the view expressed by 


| 
| 
| 
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the hon. Member for North Louth as to the 
selection of the site. No doubt it would 
be said by the Minister in charge of the 
Bill that the site had been chosen because 
of its proximity to the National Library 
and Museum, but after all Dublin was a 
small place, and one could walk across 
it in a quarter of an hour. After their 
experiences of the Government architect 
it was too much, he feared, to hope that 
a handsome building would be put up, 
but why on earth had they selected a 
site for it in the most expensive residen- 
tial part of the city ? and why were they 
removing some of the noblest old houses 
still remaining in Dublin for the purpose 
of putting up this new structure ! The 
hon. Member for North Louth had spoken 
of thedistrict asthe homeof the aristocracy 
but there was no aristocracy in Ireland. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I withdraw the 
word 
Mr. DILLON added that whatever 


beggured remnant rejo‘ced in the name 
of the aristocracy had already migrated 
tothe other sideoithe Channel. But these 
houses. oi which any city in Europe might 
weil be proud, were falling into ruin and 
were deserted, and now it was proposed 
to spend on the site a sum of £90,000, 
which could be much more advantage- 
ously used for the improvement of the 
city. lecould not understand why such 
a site had been chosen when one could | 
have been obtained equally good at a 
quarter of the price. 


Mr. MOONEY (Dublin Co., 8.) re- 
minded the Secretary to the Treasury 
that, in reply to question, he had 
promised, before the sill left the 
House, to state definitely what architect 
would be employed. He rose now to ask 
who the architect would be who was to | 
be entrusted with the drawing up of the | 
plans for this new college. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said that in the case of public buildings he 
had always protested against the selection | 
of expensive sites, because he could not | 
see why the taxpayers should be muleted | 
in heavy charges for rates. He thought 
the discussion which had taken place 
justified the House in refusing to allow 
this Bill to pass. 

Mr, Dillon. 





{COMMONS} 





(Dublin) Bill. 800 
(3.5.) THe FINANCIAL — SEC. 


RETARY to tHe TREASURY (Mr 
AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Worcestershire, 
E.) said that hon. Members from Ireland 
were naturally anxious to know what 
oftices were referred to in this Bill. In 
the first place, as they were probably 
aware, the houses which they were pro- 
posing to use in connection with the 
scheme under this Bill, were already in 
part the property of the Government. 
The Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction, which the 
Department immediately concerned, had 
its oftices in the block of houses referred 
to. That Department did a very impor- 
tant work, and its work had grown very 
largely since its inception. The available 
accommodation for this Department was 
quite insutlicient, and this was the first 
Department for which propcr accommo- 
dation had to be found. In the second 
place, he had found the very strongest 
objection from authorities which he 
could not question ordisregard. At the 
present time there was overcrowding 
in the Local Government Board offices. 


was 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: There is plenty of 
room in the Customs Offices. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that was not so. The clerks under that 
Board were working under circumstances 
which, whatever might be the desire of 
the Treasury to save money, they would 
not be justified in ignoring after atten- 
tion had been called to them. It was pro- 
posed now to tind increased accommoda- 
tion, and the accommodation set free in 
the Customs House would be available 
in part for the Irish branch of the 
Stationery Office, and partly for the 


' Irish Works Department. Reference had 


been made by the hon. Member for East 
Mayo to the architectural beauty of the 
houses to be dealt with under the 
scheme. He himself went over to Dublin 


last autumn for the purpose of seeing 


this site and of viewing the college site, 
in order to satisfy himself as to the 
suitability of the site selected, and as to 
the necessity of taking over the houses. 
He saw those houses, and he agreed with 
the hon. Member for East Mayo that 
they were very beautiful houses. It 


| was not, however, their intention to pull 
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those houses down; all they proposed 
was to adapt them to office use. Of 
course he could not forecast the future, 
and anything he now said would not 
revent a future (Government from 
dealing with the block of houses us a 
whole, or pulling them down or alter- 
ing themmore than it was at present 
proposed to do. It was not their inten- 
tion to intertere with the structure 
of the buildings, but simply to 
adjust their internal arrangements for 
the purpose of using the houses as 
ottices. Hon. Members would see that 
what they had provided for in this Bill, 
«o far us those offices were concerned, 
was only the cost of the site and the 
buildings upon it. They did not think 
it was right to put the cost of the adapta- 
tion of the houses for the new offices in 
this Bill, and this expenditure would be 
provided for in the Works Vote for the 
current year. 

The they proposed to utilise 
jor the building of the new college 
was part of the gardens at the back of 
those houses. He did not think that this 
was a case in which they ought to build an 
extravagant building,although they ought 
tohave a building of a suitable character 
for the work. ‘That was the first and 
the greatest necessity. He thought the 
work of a science college might be made 
of the highest importance to the develop- 
ment of Ireland. He had had an oppor- 
tunity of conversing with some of the 
professors in Ireland, and the Professor 
a Engineering told him that for every 
pupil who took a certificate there, there 
was almost an immediate opening in 
Ireland. This Professor said that the 
accommodation in the present College of 
Science was so bad and inefticient that 
they were unable to train up those who 
would have been willing to come to Dublin 
in order to train for positions as civil 
engineers under Irish local authorities. 
The consequence was that they had to 
apply to this country, because Ireland did 
not offer them eflicient training. He 
thought they ought to provide lreland 
with the means of giving that training 
to lrishmen, and after haying received 
this training they could take their chance 
of getting appointments in other parts 
of the United Kingdom. It was very 
important that they should have a build- 
ing suitable for those technical purposes. 
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The hon. Member for South Dublin 
suggested upon a previous occasion that 
they should have competition in regard to 
the architect. He doubted whether in 
such matters competition was ever wise. 
The English Office of Works had come to 
the conclusion that none of their most 
successful buildings had been the result 
of competition. But, however that might 
be as a general rule, he was certain that 
this was not a case to which competition 
could be applied. The success or non- 
suecess of this building depended upon 
the adaptation of numberless details 
of internal construction. Therefore he 
believed they would have to make their 
selection of an architect without competi- 
tion. He only mentioned this matter 
now because he thought that the most 
important thing with regard to it was 
that the building should be suitable for 
the very important work which it would 
have to perform. He hoped the building 
would be a credit to Dublin, and be no 
dishonour to the surroundings in which it 
found itself. He did not see why they 
should not get a fine and beautiful build- 
ing, such as Irishmen might feel proud of, 
without going to any needless or extrava- 
gant expense, 

He now came to the reasons for 
choosing this particular site. He was 
not altogether a free agent on this ques- 
tion. When he came to the Treasury 
the matter had to a certain extent been 
decided. Proposais had been before the 
House, a Vote of money had been granted 
hy the House, and some of the houses 
referred to had actually been purchased 
out of the money so provided in order to 
make way for this scheme. The whole 
of the scheme would require thirteen 
houses in Upper Merrion Street. Of 
those houses four or five were in posses- 
sion of the Government. Those houses, 
or a portion of them, were bought by 
moneys provided by Parliament for the 
express purpose of obtaining a site for 
the College of Science. Therefore, he 
took it that a portion of the site had 
already been bought out of moneys 
provided by Parliament for this purpose, 
and to that extent the case was pre- 
judiced. He did not in any way doubt 
the wisdom of the choice. He quite 
appreciated the desire of hon. Members 
opposite that all the fine buildings in 
Dublin should not be concentrated in one 
spot. Some of those most interested in 
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the work of this college attached enor- 
mous importance to the consideration 
referred to by the lion. Member for East 
Mayo that the new college should be 
close to the museum and library. Com- 
plaint had been made that the present 
college, which was separated by some- 
thing than five minutes walk from 
those places, was inconveniently distant. 
The scheme proposed would bring all 
these buildings together, and tend to the 
advantage of the work which was to be 
carried on. ‘The amount of money the 
scheme was expected to cost was stated 
in the Bili, but it would be contrary to 
his duty to say what portion of the 
it would be necessary to pay to 
interests conneeted with 


ess 


sum 
the various 
the property proposed to 
To do so would be to give himself away 
before going into court, and to prejudge 
the cuse, the benefit not of the 
Government, but of the private indi- 
viduals concerned. He thought he had 
reason to believe that the cost of the 
site would not be extravagant, and hon. 
Gentlemen opposite who took an interest 
in economy, which he admired and 
shared, weed not be afraid that the 
taxpayers’ money was being wasted in 
this respect. 

ite had noped to be able to make the 
announcement at the present time of 
the name ol the are hitect selected, and 
the only reason why he was not able to 
do so was because no choice had yet 
been inade. He had been in communi- 
cation with the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland and the representative of the 
Board of Agriculture, who were entitled 
to be approached in the matter, as also 
with his own advisers at the Office of 
Works, and they had considered the 
claims of several architects, both Irish 
and British. He personally had been 
most anxious that for a building of this 
kind, to be erected in the principal city 
of Ireland. they should receive the 
and advice of an_ Irish 
He thought it might be 
desirable, for the reasons adverted 
to by the hon. Member for South 
Dublin, to associate an Irish architect 
with an English architect, but he would 
not like to be held as giving a definite 
pledge at this stage. He thought hon. 
Members from Ireland might take it that 
an Irish architect would be connected 
with the work, even if it was felt 

Mr. Austen. Chamberlain. 


he acquired. 


for 


usgistance 
architect. 
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to be necessary to have associated with 
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him an English architect also. He 
would undertake not to take the Third 
Reading of the Bill until he was able to 
give the name of the architect to the 
House. 


(3.21.) Mr. CLANCY said the speech 
of the hon. Gentleman would afford a 
great deal of dissatisfaction to the Lrish 
Members of the House. He thought 
one of the recommendations of the 
scheme was that some imposing and 
magnificent building would be erected 
on the site. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
That is what the hon. Member for East 
Mayo protested against. 


Mr. CLANCY: ‘The hon. Member tor 
Last Mayo has his view and I have 
mine, and it is not a vital matter that 
divides us. It now appeared that what 
was to be done was to erect this building 


on the site of the stables at the 
back of the street. The hon. Gentle. 
man said it would be an imposing 
builling, but who would see it? 


Nobody would see it from Kildare Street. 
An Hon. Member: Yes.) He did not 
believe it. It was to be hidden away on 
the site of the existing stables attached to 
the houses. That made the Hill more 
unsatisfactory to him than he tf rmerly 
thought it was. They had not been told 
the amount of money that was to be 
spent on the purchase of the site. As far 
as he could see, the Government were 
going to spend most of the money in 
renovating the houses for the aecommoda- 
tion of existing public offices. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he should be sorry that the hon. Member 


should base his argument on a mis 
understanding of what he said. The 


money was for the purchase of the site of 
the houses, and the gardens, and the 
erection of the College of Science. 


Mr. CLANCY said this was rathera 
vital point. He wanted to know how 
much of the money was to be spent on 
the renovation of existing Government 
houses, and how much upon the College 
The hon. Gentleman had not 


of Science. 
site. It 


told the House who selected the 
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was a humiliating thing to think that in 
this purely Lrish matter the last persons to 
beconsulted were Irishmen. |[Mr. AUSTEN 
CHAMBERLAIN shook his head.] Had a 
single Irish representative been consulted 
Had the Corporation ever been asked a 
word about it? Had any Irish public 
body been asked to give its opinion as to 
the selection of the site! He ventured to 
say that they had not, and he would 
almost go so far as to say that no Irish- 
man occupying any representative 
position, or any one, except persons 
connected in some way with the Govern- 
ment, had ever been allowed to have a say 
or to make a recommendation on the 
subject. A circumstance like that was to 
him « source of the utmost humiliation. 
He supposed the Financial Secretary of 
the Treasury went over to Ircland with 
a return ticket in his pocket, and that, 
with the assistance of another English- 
man, he selected the site, without even 
making known to the Irish public the 
decision at which he had arrived. He 
did not then make any Parliamentary 
proposition which the Irish Members 
could debate. He supposed that even 
upon this Bill they should not have had 
an opportunity for discussion, but that 
the Government did not know what 
to do with their time and _ that 
they put it down for the consideration 
oi the House. The hon. Gentleman 
having selected the site without regard 
to Irish opinion, and having received 
the opinion of nobody except a few 
snobs living in Merrion Square, pro- 
ceeded to determine in his own mind 
that the college should be erected on 
the spot mentioned. The reason he 
gave was that the building would then 
be connected with the Department of 
Agriculture. There was not the slightest 
reason why the building should be placed 
in such a position. As had been said, 


Dublin was a small city —not like 
Belfast. They might go across the. 


whole city in a tramear in five minutes, 
and there was no actual necessity, nor 
was it highly desirable, that the college 
should be in the place now proposed, in 
order that it might be near the Agri- 
cultural Department, especially when 
the Agricultural Department could be 
removed to the site of the new college. 
But even if the Agricultural Depart- 
ment and the college were divided from 
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each other, what great harm would 
there be? One of the hon. Gentleman’s 
plans consequential on the present 
arrangements was to split up the Local 
Government Board, whose offices were 
now in the Custom House, It appeared 
that it was intended to transport some 
of them over to Merrion Street, but if 
the offices of any Department ought to 
be in close communication and physical 
proximity to each other, it was those of 
the Local Government Board. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that the whole of the Local Government 
Board offices were to be taken over to 
the new site. 


Mr. CLANCY said that that was an 
entirely new thing to him. The Irish 
people assumed that the character of 
this Bill was to provide money for an 


educational establishment, and that 
was the only object mentioned in 
any utterance, written or spoken, 
by any member of the Government. 
Now, it was not a_ college that 
was to be provided at all. but 
Government offices. No wonder the 


college of science was to take not a 
front but a back place on the site. It 
was only on a par with all this that no 
Irish architect was to have anything to 
do with that building. Was it not a 
most humiliating thing to think that 
the hon. (:entleman himself, an English- 
man, in a matter concerning Ireland, 
should be able to get up at the Table in 
this foreign Assembly —— 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): L rise to a point of order. I wish 
to know whether the hon. Gentleman is 
in order in speaking of this House as 
a foreign Assembly. 


Mr. CLANCY : It isa foreign Assembly 


and nothing else. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: It is a foreign 
Assembly, anda hateful foreign Assembly 
at that. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! It is 
not a respectful way of speaking of the 
House of Commons to say that it is a 
hateful Assembly ; but to state that it is 
a foreign Assembly I cannot say is out of 


' order. 


2H 
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Mr. CLANCY said it was a most 
humiliating thing to think that the hon 


Gentleman should get up at that Table, 
and addressing Irishmen, say that it 


would not be expedient to associate the 
English architect who designed the new 
buildings with an Irish architect. He 
would not ask that an Irish architect 
should be employed :f he were distinctly 
inferior, and utterly without. any 
architectural! ability ; but it so happene d 


that some of the finest buildings in 
Ireland were designed by Irishmen, 
including the existing buildings in 


Kildare Street, and possibly an [rishman 
could be got to design the new College 
of Science. lle could only say that he, 
for one, had had no idea that the Bill 
was tor anything else than the erection 
of a College of Science in Dublin; but it 
now turned out that it was practically 

Bill for the housing of the existing 
Government establishments in Dublin. 
He had no admiration for Government 
pretentions, and he thought that the 
speech of the hon. Gentleman had 
thrown new light on the matter, and 
that there should be further discussion 
upon it. He was not inclined to allow 
the matter to end with any remarks ot 
his, and he begged therefore to n 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) seconded the Amendment. The pro- 
positions contained in the Bill had come 
upon the Irish Members very much as a 
surprise. The Local Government Board 
had already very fine in Dublin, 
and to remove them, he thought, would 
bea mistake. Lrish Members were not all 
of them very much enamoured with the 
Local Government Board, and he thought 
they had right to ask how much of 
the new building was to be given over 
to that Board, and what was to happen 
to their present premises. He was not 
quite clear as to the position of the 


ive. 


offie ,e8 


Government in regard to the architect 
of the new building ; but he understood 
that an Irish architect was not to be 


Now, there could not be any 
finding a capable Irish 
Dublin, Belfast, or other 

parts of Ireland, and he hoped that the 

Government would take steps to secure 

the best local available talent for design 

ing the new buildings. which he trusted 
would be entirely devoted to the purposes 
of the Cr lege of Science. 


employed 
difficulty in 
architect in 
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Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out from the word ‘That’ to the 
end of the QJuestion, in order to add the words, 
‘this House is not prepared to proceed with 
this Bill unless the question of site ix also 
leftto the Select Committee.’ ”—(Mr. Clancy 

Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
(Juestion. ~ 


(3.42.) Mk. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
said it would be fata] to the Bill if the 
Amendment were accepted, for it would 
involve the postponement of all progress 
with the scheme for at least another 
year. He felt bound to say that he did 
not feel encouraged to persevere in this 
apparently very contentious task. He 
had hoped to have the full support of 
the Irish Members, in whatever corner 
of the House they sat. 


Mr. Tt. M. HEALY Nota shilling for 
the Local Government Board. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that so far as the Government were 
concerned, this scheme stood or fell as a 
whole. They proposed to acquire the 
block of houses which were in close 
proximity to the National Gallery and 
the Museum, and to adapt them for the 
purposes of public offices. On the other 
portion of the site they proposed to 


erect the new Royal College of Science. 
The money for adapting the existing 


houses to public offices was not included 
in the £225,000 which theyasked power to 
raise under the Bill for the Royal College 
of Science. Hon. Members would find 
in the Vote for Public Works in Ireland 
the sum of £9,500; 


that 
adapting the existing buildings ior the 
purposes of 


3 the cost of 


oftices. The hon. Baronet 
opposite had spoken as if the whole ora 
large portion of this £225,000 was going 
to be expended in the provision of new 
offices, but no portion of that sum 
would be spent in connection with the 
new offices, except in respect of the sites 
and buildings. It was only right that 
the block should be as a whole. 
By far the largest 
£225,000 would be spent directly on the 


taken 


portion of this 


new Royal College of Science, but as 
additional accommodation was clearly 


wanted for offices in Ireland they proposed 
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to combine the building of the new col- 
lege with the acquisition of the existing 
buildings for new offices for the De- 
partment of Agriculture and the Local 
Government Board. He asked only for 
reasonable treatment in this matter. 
Hon. Members opposite would surely 
not contend that, because they  dis- 
approved of the policy which the Irish 
Government or the [rish Loeal Board 
hai pursued, they should punish the 
clerks by compelling them to work under 
conditions inimical to health, and con- 
ditions which would be condemned by 
any sanitary ofticer if he had power to 
enter into these offices. The policy of 
the Local Government Board micht be 
right or it might be wrong, but whatever 
the views of hon. Members opposite might 
be in thatr 
that it was Hoperative to find proper accom- 
modation for the clerks employed in that 
office. were at present 
housed in the Customs, where their room 
vere very much overcrowded ; other De- 
partments were housed in leasehold 
premises [t was proposed to make a re 
arrangement by adapting existing build- 
ings to the wants of growing Departments, 
and to take the Local Government Board 
staff out of the Customs and place them in 
anew building. With regard to the selec- 
tion of the site hon. Members did him 
great injustice if they thought he had 
not consulted Irish opinion upon this 
matter. With regard to the new College 
of Science, the matter had been the sub- 
ject of a large correspondence, and so far 
ashe knew every authority consultedagreed 
that this was the The only 
Irish opinion which had been disregarded 
in the matter was the opinion expressed 
in Helfast that Belfast was the proper 
site for this building. Therefore it would 
be seen that [rish opinion had received 
the anxious attention of the Lrish Govern- 
ment, and the different authorities had 
concurred that this was the best site that 
could be selected. 





‘gard, surely they would admit 


These clerks 





hest site. 


(3.53.) Mr. T. M. HEALY said the hon. 
Gentleman had no doubt made a 
conciliatory speech, but for his part 
he did not think the hon. Gentle- 


man had removed a single one oi 
the objections that had developed during 
the course of the Second Reading of the 
Bill. Ii anyone read the Bill they would 


suppose that this was a measure to 
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establish a Royal College of Science: 
That was the conclusion they would 
come to irem the title of the Bill, but 
incidentally—not in any statement by 
the Government, but by accident—it had 
come out that this Bill was to be used 
for giving efficient offices to the Local 
Government Board of Ireland. The 
hon. Gentleman said that new ofiices 
were needed. At the present moment 
the Irish Local Government Board 
occupied one of the most glorious build 
ings in Dublin, « building erected in the 
time of the Irish Parliament for Irish 
Customs ; but, uniortunately, Irish Cus- 
toms had long since become a thing of 
the past, so the Government had turned 


this glorious building into a Local 
Government Board office. The hon. 


Gentleman said the clerks lived there 
under unsanitary conditions. That he 
denied, but even i) it were true he 
would invite the Government to remove 
the Local Government Board Offices to 
the Four Courts, from which the 
Government had evicted and expelled 
the Dublin County Council. He had 
been asked whether he would be a party 
to condemning the clerks of the Local 
Government Board Oflice to work under 
insanitary conditions. He denied that 
they did. And how little had the 
Government considered how it had con- 
demned the labourers of Ireland to live 
under insanitary conditions. Ail over 
the country Boards of Guardians had 
pressed for cottages for these unfortun- 
ate people, but a single objection taken 
to the site by the bailiff of a landowner 
was sufficient to prevent the cottages 
being built. It really seemed that under 
the pretence of giving Ireland a College 
of Science the Government was really 
going to erect a new arsenal of ascendancy 
in the capital. So tar as he was con- 
cerned, he cared not whether this Bill 
was delayed for another year or another 
ten years, but he would be no party to 
paying one sixpence for putting one stick 
or one stone Upon another for the pur- 
pose of building new offices for the Local 
Government Board. He admitted that 
there was a necessity for more accom- 
modation for the Board of Agriculture, 
but that «accommodation could be 
given on very easy terms, only a few 
thousand pounds being necessary for that 
purpose. There was no necessity for the 


7 2 
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enormous expenditure contemplated by 
this Bill. It appeared to him that the 
bulk of the money was to be spent, not 
on education, but on Departmental 
accommodation, for the College of Science 
was to be put in the background and 
the Government offices in the front. He 
saw no evil whatever in the question of 
the postponement of the site, and noth- 
ing unreasonable in their request that 
the question should be considered by a 
Select Committee. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON - said 
he rose to take part in the debate with 
great regret. It had often been a 
matter of complaint that the Imperial 
Parliament had done nothing to promote 
the temporal weliare of Ireland, but here 
was a very generous attempt to erect a 
much-needed College of Science in Dublin, 
and, instead of its being received by a 
chorus of approval by Gentlemen 
opposite, there had been a unanimous 
outcry against this action by a “foreign 
Assembly.” He hoped the Secretaryto the 
Treasury would consider the expediency 
of withdrawing the Bill this session. If 
the gratitude of Ireland was to be shown 
as it had been shown in this House, there 
was very little encouragement for the 
British Parliament doing anything 
further in this direction. He could tell 
his hon. friend the Secretary to the 
Treasury that there was one city in 
Ireland where a College of Science would 
be welcomed ; and he asked the Govern- 
ment, remembering the reception that 
this proposition had met with on 
the other side of the House, to transfer 
the college from Dublin to Belfast. 


(4.8.) Mr. DILLON said the hon. Mem- 
ber opposite had quite mistaken the atti- 
tude of the Irish Members. Their protest 
was not against the very long-delayed re- 
demption of the old promise to erect a 


College of Science in Dublin, but against | 


the introduction into the Bill of a totally 
irrelevant and incongruous proposal. 
According to the explanation of the 
Secretary to the Treasury, the College 
of Science was only an addendum to 
the Bill, the main purpose of which was 


to accommodate the Local Government , 


Board with new lodgings. He 
knew the proposed site of the college 
perfectly well, and such an extraordinary 


Mr. T. M, Healy. 
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proposition had never been laid before the 
House of Commons as to erect an im. 
portant building such as the College of 
Science on the site of the stables of a row 
of houses and insucha positionthatit could 
not be seen from any point of the city. 
Apparently, the college, which ought to 
be the main, if not the sole, purpose of 
this Bill, had been sacrificed to the 
Local Government Board, and irom 
beginning to end the Irish representatives 
had had no voice in the selection of the 
site or the arrangement of the plans. 
Because the proposal to found a College 
of Science was acceptable to a large 
section of the Irish people, the oppor- 
tunity was taken to tack on to it an 
unpopular proposal, and then the House 
were told that they must either take it 
asa whole or not at all. That was not 
a proper way in which to deal with the 
House of Commons, and it was not fair 
treatment of the Irish Members. The 
same class of considerations as applied to 
the question of the locality and lodgings 
of the Local Government Board did not 
apply to the question of the locality and 
arrangements of the College of Science 
He had no desire to see the clerks of the 
Local Government Board obliged to work 
in over-crowded and insanitary rooms, 
but that was no reason why the Board 
should be moved bodily from its present 
premises to the centre of the most 
fashionable and expensive part of Dublin. 
A more preposterous proposal was never 
made. Why could not suitable accom- 
modation have been secured in the neigh 
bourhood of the Customs House? The 
whole of the trouble in connection with 
the present stage of the Bill arose from 
the indefensible action of the Govern- 
ment in tying these two schemes together. 
‘He appealed to the Secretary to the 
| Treasury to reconsider this question of 
site, and give them a College of Science 
which would be open to the street, and 
would add to the architectural beauty, 
as well as the educational resources, of 
Dublin. 


(4.20.) Lorp BALCARRES (Lanca- 
shire, Chorley) said he had been under the 
impression that the houses in question 
were to be razed. According to the 
'scheme as he now understood it, the 
, college would be invisible except from 
/the back windows of the surrounding 
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houses, and would have merely a narrow 
and ignominious approach. Under these 
circumstances an expenditure of anything 
like £180,000, as mentioned by the hon. 
Member for East Mayo, would be alto- 
gether excessive. Ie warned the Finan- 
cial Secretary against the policy he had 
enunciated of associating one architect 
with another. That was the policy which 


ruined the Law Courts and the Foreign | 


Office, and, though there would be un- 
commonly little to ruin in the present 
building, the policy of choosing one-com- 
petent man, whether he was English, 
Scotch, or Irish, and allowing him to do 
the work, should be followed. A point 
which had not been noticed in the dis 
cussion was that of the allocation of the 
buildings on the site. The College of 
Science would occupy not much more 
than a quarter of the site, hut, according 
tothe plan, it was to be placed in such 
amanner as effectively to prevent the 
future extension of either the Dublin 
Museum or the college itself. The 
Museum already required extension. not 
only in the library but in other depart- 
ments as well, and the college also would 
require extension in the future. He 
urged the Financial Secretary, it he pro- 
ceeded with the present site, so to re- 
arrange the buildings that ue extensions 
would be possible to meet future needs. 
At the same time he hoped hon. Members 
from Ireland would not press t heir opposi- 
tion to the Bill to such an extent that 
the Order would be discharged. because 
the building was undoubtedly extremely 
necessary for the industrial development 
of the country, and if the present pro- 
posal was withdrawn they would probably 
hear nothing more about it. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) objected to a portion of the best 
residential part of Dublin being used for 
offices for the Local Government Board. 
If fresh offices were necessary, suitable 
accommodation might certainly have 
been found on the north side of the city, 
and would have been much less expensive. 
He strongly objected to the Government 
taking up a scheme like this, and 
attempting to rush it through without 
giving the popular representatives of the 
people full information upon it. He 
hoped the House would agree with the 
representatives from Ireland, who knew 
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what the city of Dublin required in this 
matter. The site chosen was nota 
suitable one, and far more suitable sites 
could be had at a much less cost, which 
would have met the requirements of the 
people of Dublin far better than the site 
which had been chosen. He _ was 
incl ned to think that the statement 
about erecting this College of Science in 
Belfast instead of in Dublin was a little 
joke on the part of the hon. Member for 
South Belfast. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: It was 
not a joke at all. 


Mr. NANNETTI thought the hon. 
Gentleman would find public opinion 
would be too strong for him if he 
suggested that this college should be 
erected in Belfast. They had no desire 
to kill the scheme, but they objected to 
it being rushed through the House 
without full information being given. 
This was a Bill involving the expen- 
diture of £250,000, and the represen- 
tatives of all Ireland had not been 
consulted upon it. Many residents in 
Dublin who were opposed to him 
politically had urged him to protest 
against this scheme, which dispossessed 
them of their grand residences in order 
to make room for cierks for whom proper 
accommodation could easily be provided 
on the north side. He strongly objected 
to the pulling down of those grand 
buildings, because there were plenty of 
suitable sites on the other side of the 
city for the erection of such a building. 
He hoped his hon. friend would press his 
Motion to a division. 


(4.35.) Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 
S.) said he could not understand why the 
Government should have selected the 
city of Dublin in which to erect a College 
of Science. It was an institution which 
would be utterly unappreciated by the 
people of that city. It would be only 
appreciated on account of the show it 
would make as a_ building, but asa 
teaching centre of science that idea 
would be utterly absent from the minds 
of the people of Dublin. What they 
wanted was a building to look at; and 
the complaint of the hon. Member for 
East Mayo was that the building was to 
be in a place where nobody would see it. 
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What did it matter from a scientific point | 
of view, if the building were only pro- 
perly equipped, whether it could be seen 
by people passing through the locality ? 
The inhabitants of Dublin had never 
gone into the Coilege of ee. ile 
would recommend the verninent to 
build establish 
ment of that sort, at a su a cost, rather 
than put a College of Science in that part 
oi Ireland, where would not be 
properly taken advantage of. The college 
to have been established in the 
city of the largest population in Ireland— 
the city of Belfast, where science teach- 
ing would have been appreciated, for 
there the industrial population was 
largely engaged in technical and scien- 
tific industries. It was just as easy to 
get from all parts of Ireland to Belfast 
as to Dublin, and the students, if the 
college were placed at Belfast. would mix 
with a population in which technical 
knowledge would be general, and thus 
derive great advantages. Not only would 
they mingle with a people engaged in 
scientific pursuits, but have the advan 
tage of acquiring « good sound education, 
to say nothing of the experience to be 
gained in the dockvards and other places 
in Belfast. It was almost heart-rending 
to hear hon. Gentlemen opposite use 
the arguments they had adduced that 
evening, for they were simply disputing 
whether the college should be built on 
the north or the south side of the city 
of Dublin. 


skating rin 7 some 


ought 


Mr. DILLON: The Bill does not raise 
that question, as to which side of the 
city the college should be built. 


Mr. MACARTNEY: | think the 
Government should abandon that part 


ot the Bill dealing with the College of 
Science, and proceed only with that 


portion relating to the offices for the 
Loca! Government Board. The clerks 
in those offices are working under con- 
dititions that no other clerks would be 
allowed to work under. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
They are ixtter housed than the Irish 
tenant farmers. 

Mr. MACARTNEY 


said he desired to 


protest against the language used on, 


Mr. Macariney. 
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‘this subject by hon. Members opposite, 
and he regretted that the Government 
were proposing to prepetuate a mistake 
in ereeting a Coilege of Scienceat Dublin, 


where it would not be used to the 
advantage of the people of lreland. 


! REAN (Cork County, S.E.) said 
that if the right hon. Member jor South 
Antrim had looked at plan for this 
new building he would have been very 
slow to make the speech he had done. 
He had been examining the plan and 
the absurdity of the proposed construc- 
tion immediately struck him, for it was 
pro] vosed to place the building as far 
back as they possibly could, with the 
result that it would be impossible to add 
to the size of the building er it had 
istrueted. Such a scheme 
would not be tolerated either in England, 
Scotland, or Wales. Such a building 
ought to indicate the character and 
nature of the work which it was intended 
to perform, and a more absurd pro- 
position could not be made hy any 
Government. ff the Governins 
posed to put such a plan into force in 
any other part of the kingdon: it would 
be scouted out of the House and they 
would not dare to attempt to perpetrate 
such a monsti sity. He was not so much 
interested inthis particular sitein Dublin, 
but this college was not for Dublin alone, 
but for the whole of Ireland. Dublin 
was the centre of Ireland, and_ not 
Belfast, and it was absurd to think that 
the people from the South of Ireland 
would have to go to Belfast to attend 
the college. He did not know that the 
Government would have introduced such 
a Bill as this had not their prime 
object been to provide accommodation 
for officials who were underworked and 
overpaid. It was proposed te provide 
new officers for the Department of 
Agriculture, which so far as he could 
understand, was manned by officials with 
good salarics who were doing no particu- 
la: good to the country. If they wanted 
to house the officials the proper thing 
would be to weed out those whose 
services could be very well done without, 
and thereby add to the accommodation 
of the really effective workers, if there 
were any, inthe Department. He hoped 
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postponing it, at least for the present. 
He would be very sorry if the question 
were put to a vote, for he would have 
no alternative but to vote against a 
scheme tor the accommodation of Govern- 
ment clerks. 


SIR AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
appealed to the House to come to a 
decision now. He submitted that the 
discussion had gone far enough. 
{Nationalist cries of * No.” 

(4.52.) Min. BOLAND (Kerry, S.) 
asked whether the site would be actually 
oecupied by the projected College of 
Seience. If it was clearly understood 
that the college would “face Kildare 
Street, and cecupy a good position from 
an architectural point of view, he thought 
a decision could be very quickly come 
to. Anyone who had read the evidence 
with regard to technical instruction given 
beiore the present University Commission 
would recognise that a properly equipped 
College of Science in Dublin was a matter 
ot the very greatest importance. The 
Irish representatives would be extremely 
sorry if, on account of some mistake or 
misunderstanding about the site, this 
very necessary work should be delayed. 


Mr. JOHN GORDON (Londonderry,S.) 
said they were all agreed that a College 
of Science ought to be built in Dublin. 
He believed also that Belfast had claims 
for consideration in the matter and he 
would support anything that could be 
done to promote scientific instruction 
there. He had a sincere desire to have 
this matter brought to a happy issue. 
It was said that the north side of the 
city was the place to select for the 
College of Science. He thought that of 
all places in Dublin that could have 
beer selected the site proposed was the 
very best. It was close to the Museum 
and the National Library, both of which 
Were institutions which were most 
necessary for furthering the interests 
of the College of Science. 
quite correct to speak of the place being 
approached by a narrow lane. On the 
other hand, he did not think it was 
right that the front of the building 
Should be excluded from view by re- 
taining the old houses. He agreed with 
the Member for South 
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it would not be satistactory to have 
science taught in back premises. The 
College of Science ought to be a hand- 
some structure in a place where it 
would command attention. He should 
be very glad if the Financial Secretary 
could see his way fo state that the build- 
ings facing Upper Merrion Street would 
be removed in order that the college 
would be visible to everyone. If the 
college was put in a proper position, 
the site selected would afford ample 
space for the extension of the institu- 
tion to meet future requirements, 
Whether the people approved of the 
Local Govgrnment Board or not, it 
was there as a fact, and the stafi who 
had to do the work ought to have 
proper accommodation. He did not 
know what proportion of the money 
that would take. There was at present 
a College of Science in Dublin, and he 
had not heard how that building was 
to be utilised when the new college was 
built. Li there was no good reason to 
the contrary, it might be given to the 
Local Government Board. That would 
solve the difficulty ii it was practicable 
to carry out the suggestion. He did 
not think it was reasonable or sensible 
for hon. Members opposite to say that 
they ought to have the new College of 
Science which had long been promised, 
but that they would not have it if a 
few thousands were added to the cost 
of it for the purpose of housing the 
Local Government Board. The very 
fact of a very large building being put 
in Dublin would give much needed em- 
ployment to large numbers of men 
in Dublin, and operate in favour, not 
only of the people of that city, but of 
every part of Ireland. Thereiore he 
asked hon. Members opposite to with- 
draw their opposition to the Motion 
before the House. On the other hand 
he urged the Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury to give an assurance that the 
old buildings on the site would be re- 
moved, so that the college, when erected, 
should have a fine open space in front 
of it. 


Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.) said that 
there were two questions involved in the 
discussion : first, the amount of money 
that was to be spent, and, second, the 
site of the College of Science. The 
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Financial Secretary to the Treasury said 
that a certain sum was to be spent in 
the purchase of houses at Merrion Street 
to turn them into offices for the Local 
Government Board, but he would not 
tell the House what the amount would 
be. The owners of these houses were 
professional men, and they would go 
before the arbitrators under the Lands 
Clauses Act and get the highest possible 
price for them, including compensation 
for compulsory purchase. If it was 
necessary to get new offices for the Local 
Government Board why did not the 
Government goto Lower Gardiner Street, 
where they could purchase houses for 
offices at a fourth of the price they 
would have to pay in Merrion Street ? 
The rentals of the houses in Merrion 
Street were £95, £120, £92 10s., £76, 
£65, £65, £55, £50, £60, while the 
rentals of the houses in Lower Gardiner 
Street near the Customs House which 
might be acquired. and which would 
afford as much accommodation as those 


in Merrion Street. were £18, £20, £43, 


£27, £27 and £38. As to the question 
of siie, he must say that personally he 
liked it. The noble Lord opposite who 
had spoken in such a friendly way had 
made out a strong case for it, as it 
would provide for the future extension, 
not only of the college but of the museum 
buildings. If the present project was 
carried out, there would not be room 
for the extension of the buildings in the 
future, which would be a_ grievous 
mistake. There were many handsome 
buildings in Dublin already, but he 
would like to see another with -a fine 
facade and a clear, open space in front. 


(5.8.) Mr. WOLFF (Belfast, &.) said 
that with almost all that had been said 
on the opposite side of the House he 
entirely agreed. If a new Science 
College was to be built in Dublin it 
would be a pity that it should not be 
put in a position to be seen, and in 
which it might be an ornament to the 
city. What he objected to was that 
the College of Science was to be in Dublin 
at all; and he wished to enter his pro- 
test against expending £225,000 on a 
College of Science in a situation where 
it would be of little or no benefit. Of 
course, he regretted as much as hon. 
Gentlemen opposite that there were no 

Mr. Leamy. 
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shipyards or great manufactories in 
Dublin, or Cork, or Waterford, and 


other parts of Ireland, but they knew 
that there were none, and the college 
should be erected in Belfast, where there 
was a demand for it. It would be g 
mistake to place it in Dublin simply 
because that city was the capital of 
Ireland. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) thought 
that the House was greatly indebted 
to the hon. Gentleman who had raised 
the discussion on this Bill, and especi- 
ally to the hon. Member for the Col- 
lege Green Division. The title of the 
Bill seemed to him to be a misnomer, for 
it appeared to be designed to provide 
offices for the Local Government Board 
rather than buildings for the college of 
science. The speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South 
Antrim was most extraordinary, for he 
laid down the doctrine that it was not in 
the interests of the capital of Ireland that 
public money should be wasted on the 
erection of what he called architectural 
mostrosities. This was essentially an 
Irish debate, and it was strange that those 
who were responsible for the Government 
of Ireland were conspicuous by their 
absence. The point raised by the noble 
Lord opposite as to the necessity for 
making provision for the future extension 
of the college buildings was important. 
They all hoped that the classes in the 
college would be largely availed of, and 
he was certain that soon additional space 
would be required for expansion. This 
Bill represented to a great extent the 
mode in which they were governed in 
Ireland. It took back with one hand 
what was given with the other. That 
was not the opportunity for discussing 
the merits or demerits of the Local 
Government Board, but he did not 
think that the Irish Members would be 
justified in encouraging a body which 
was so anti-Irish in all its sentiments 
and transactions. There was another 
feature in connection with the proposed 
buildings which seemed extraordinary. 
There was not a town in England where, 
if a post office was to be erected, the 
local authority would not be consulted 


directly or indirectly; and certainly 
the local representative would be 
‘consulted. But in connection with 


ithe structure of this new College of 
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Science, which they all hoped would 
do something to improve the appear- 


ance of Dublin, neither the munici- 
pality nor any other local authority 
had been consulted. Not a_ single 
one of the representatives of Dublin 


or any other part of Ireland had 
been consulted directly or indirectly in 
the matter. That was the usual policy of 
giving with one hand and taking away 
with the other, and of embodying  object- 
tionable provisions in an otherwise accept- 
able measure. It would be better to 
postpone the matter for some years than 
to dump down a building w hich would 
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not beautify the city and which would be 
inconvenient to the citizens generally. 
The question had not been sufficiently 
considered, and, therefore, he would 
support the Amendment of his hon. friend 
which would afford an opportunity for 
further consideration, and prevent money 
being lavishly spent on an unsightly 
building. 

(5.18.) Question put. 


The House divided:—Ayes, 198; 
Noes, 107. (Division List No. 182). 


AYES. 


Acland Hood, Capt. Sir Alex F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 

Aird, Sir Jehn 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josveline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel dasies Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r. 
Balfour, Ca; t. C. 6. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Ru HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 


Dickinson, 


Doughty, 


Fellowes, Hon. 
Finch, George 


Fi ishei 


Barry, “— Francis T. (Windsor 
Bartley, Geor; ve C. T. Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Bathurst, Hon. Alle Benjamin Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundeil, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Butcher, John George 

Carlile. ng lliam Waiter 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C, W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles Williain 
Cecil, Evelya (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, J. Austen (Wore’r 
Chapman Edward 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane. Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. C age (Glasgow } 
Corbett, T. 


Galloway, 


Godson, 


Gordon,Hn. J. 


Gretton, John 


Gunter, 


Hain, Edward 


Hoult, Joseph 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 

| Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
lJ Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
| Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 


Denny, Colonel 

Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charies Scott 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Durning- Lawrence, 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir. T. George 
Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mance’r 


Finlay Sir Robert Bannatyne 
William Hayes 
FitzGe ral 1, Sir Robert Penrose- 


Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.( Warwick,S. W 
William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Sir Augustus Frederick 
t’.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 5.) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby-( Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Greene, Sir EW(B’ryS Edi’nds 


Greville, Hon Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Sir Robert 


Halsley, Rt. Hon. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLord G(Midd’x | 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Stafford, NW. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hope,J.F. (Shettiel ld, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 

| Horner, Frederick William 


L. (Down, North) | Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slauey, Col W.(Salop. 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Win. 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Legg, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.Charles W (Eversham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Waiter (Bristol S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. James (Kent) 
Lloyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt, Hn W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, Dav id (Live rpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maxwell, Rt HnsSirH. E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W. J. H. ( Dumfriessh. 
Middlemore,JohuThrogmorton 
Milvain, ‘Thomas 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, David J. (Walth’st’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. A.( Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 

| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 

| Newdigate, Francis Alexandra 

Nicholson, William Graham 

Nico!, Donald Ninian 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 

Parks, Ebenezer 

Percy, Karl 

| Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

Plunmer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 

Pretyman, Ernest George 

| Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 

Renwick, George 


Sir Edwin 


Thomas F. 
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Wilson, John (Glasgow 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.N. 
|} Wilson-Todd,Wm. H Vorks 
| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


Sir John M. 


Napier 


yneu (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter | Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
. Stopford- | Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray | Wrightson, Sir Thoma 
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Simeon, Sir Barrington gag i Lioyd Sir Willian 1 and 
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Abraham, W iti um Cork, N.E. Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. | Pease, J. A. (Satiron Walden 
Abraham, Willia: thondda) — Hei aly, ; ah Michael Philipps, John Wyniord 
All liam (Gateshead) Helme, Norvat Watson Power, Patrick Josep 
Allen, ( les P.(Gloue., ‘troud Holland, William: Henry Price, Robert John 
Ambrose, Robert Jacoby, James Alfred Rea, Russell 
Barlow, Jolin Emmott Joicey, Sir James tige, Richars 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea | Schwann, Chat tie it 
Brown, Ge rye M.( Edinburgh) Jones, William | Carnarvonshire | Shaw, Charles Edw. Stafford 
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Dann, Sir 
Edwards, 
Emmott, 


YY Miikean, John 
M‘Kenna, 
M‘Killop. W, ( 
Mappin, Sir I 


Frat 1k 

Alfred 

Evans.SirF rai H.(Maid 
4VGbS Ore rancisit.( Maiastone 
Evans. Samuel T. 
Fa quharson, Dr. Rehert Nannetti, 


(Glamorgan) Me rgan, J. 
Fenwick, C narles 
Ffrench, Pecer 


Flynn, Jam 


Nussey, 
es Christophe 
Furniss, Sir peony a , O’Brien, P. J. 
Goddard, Daniell Ford O'Connor, 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton O'Kelly, 
Hardie}. K¢ iv(Merthy. Tydvil | O'Malley 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester Pahner, Geor; 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | Partington, 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“'That the Bill be committed to a Select 
Committee ot Five Members, Three to be 
nominated by the House and Two by the 
Committee of Selection.” —(Mr. Austen 
Chamli rlain.) 


(5.32.) Mr. T. 
thought it was Bos 
a bill of this kind, 


HEALY said he 
unsuitable that 
affecting so deeply 


Reginaid 
Shi ure 


Lloyd | C 
Joseph r. 
Lolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Thomas Willans 

oO Brien, ! Ke — \(Tipp’rary Mid 
(Tipperary, N.) 
Jame a( Wicklow, WwW. Yoxall, J 
James( Roscommon,N. 

. William 

ve Wm.( Re 
Oswald Mr. Patrick O’Brien. 


Warner, Thomas Courteney T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clack mannan) 
Weir, vane Canoes 
White, Luke (Yor *k, G. Bes ) 
Whiteley, George iY ork, W.R. 
Whitley. J. H. (Halif 
Wilson, Chas. Henry Ha LW.) 
Wilson, John +Durham, Mid.) 
W oodhouse,Sir J.T (Hiadderfd 
Young muel 


-_— . 
ames Henry 


» North) 


fhory pe 





derick 
irmarthen) 








tHE NoO+¢s- 
Esmonde and 


TELLERS FOR 
rading) Sir 





=“) 
A nomias 


should be referred 
which the 
selec- 


Ireland, 
Committee, of 
only to have the 
tion of three members. He did not 
know either why the Committee of 
Selection should appoint two. All that 
such a Committee would do would 
be to inquire into the compensation 
to be given for the sites, and_ such 
an idea was entirely foreign 0 
the understanding upon which the 
Second Reading of the Bill had been 
given. The Bill had been read a second 
time on the understanding that the 


Dublin and 
to a hybrid 
House was 
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Committee should decide on the whole 
principle of the scheme. The Committee 
now formally proposed by the Secretary 
to the Lreasury would be the ordinary 
Select Committee such as was adopted 
in the case of railway, electric lighting, 
that kind. which 
deal with general 
principles. This question ought not to 
be settled simply from the point of 
the compensation to be eiven 
jor these sites, but from the point of 

the general scheme. It was 
also, he thought, very unfair that Irish 
should have no 
represeniation upon a matter in which 
they were so greatly interested. He 
also complained of the fori in which 
the Motion moved. He thought 
the House ought to be told what 
was the view of the Government as 
to who the three members ot the 
Committee were to be, and that th 


mames ought to be given, and that 


and other matters of 


had no 


power to 


view ( 
view of 
House 


Members in this 


was 


a matter so much affecting Ireland 
ought not to he settled behind 
the backs of the Irish Methers. He 


therefore moved that the Committee 


should be composed of fifteen Mem- 
bers. so that it might be possible 
for it to consider the whole ques- 
tion. He reminded the hon. Gentleman 


that he had only at present obtained a 
Vote for the sites, and that he had not 
obtained his Money Vote, and that unless 
some 


sions were made which would 


concess 





enable the trish \iembers o close their eves 
to the more objectionable parts of this 


scheme they would be compelled to persist 


in their opposition, which would not 
facilitate matters so far as the hon. 
Gentleman was concerned. 

Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out the word ‘ Five,’ and im-ert 
the word * Fifieen.’”--(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 

(Juestion proposed, “ That the word 


Five’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he had put the Motion in this form 
because he thought he was thereby 
following the universal practice of the 
House ; but he was quite willing to con- 
sent to the adjournment of the debate, 
with a view to inquiring whether some 
other form of Committee was possible 
which would give the Irish Members 
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At the seme time 
Member must 


alter the 


further representation. 
the hon. and learned 
understand that he could not 


scheme in any way. 


Mr. CLANCY moved that the debate 
be now adjourned, and intimated that 
when the matter again came upd 


for clis- 
cussion he should move that the maj 


4 . 11 1 } 
or tne Lomiuittee snouiad be com sed of 
T 


Irish Members. 


Debate adjourned till Monday next. 
POST OFFICE SITES Bill. 
Secovnp READING. 
Order read, for resuming Adjourned 


debate on Question {5th May], That the 


Bill be now read a second time. 
Question again proposed, 


5.43.) Mix. CALDW ELLdrew attention 
the bill of any 
clauses affording protection tothe County 
Councils in the matter of breaking up 
the streets. He said he had «10 doubt 
the Secretary to the Treasury would 
have had this matter under considera- 
tion, and he might beable tu sev whether 
he could see his way to put some clause 
into the Bill which would preserve the 
rights of the County Councils, whicn liad 
always been preserved in previous Bills, 
with regard to the breaking up oi streets. 
No doubt the Post Oftice and the 
County Councils would work harmoni- 
ously together, but at the same time the 
rights of the County Councils ought to 
he preserved. He contended that sub- 
stantial reasons should be given if the 
ordinary practice was not to be adopted. 
Then with regard to the works at 
Dulwich and Oxiord Strect, the House 
was entitled to have information 
as to the estimated cost of the bu: dings 
and so on. One ot his reasons for bring- 
ing these matters before the liouse was 
that Departments were apt tothink they 
eould get their Bills through very easily, 
and, in consequence, to be less particular 
as to the nature of the transactions. It 
was, therefore, well toask for information, 
to let the oflicials know that such matters 
would not be allowed to pass sub silentio. 


‘ ; 
0 the adsence trom 


some 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 


his experience had not been such as to 
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make him think it an easy matter to get | 
Bills through the House, or to encourage 
Departments tinnecessarily to put Bills 
into his hands with a view to their 
passage into law. In his view, more | 
harm was likely to be done by Bills being 
kept back because of the difficulty of 
getting them through the House, than by 
measures passing too easily. As to the 
points raised by the hon. Member for | 
Mid Lanarkshire, he was quite willing to 
insert the clauses to which he had re- 
ferred. The reason they were not in- | 
serted in the first instance was that the 
local authorities concerned had had the 
Bill communicated to them, and were 
perfectly satisfied with it asit stood. The 
only objection to the insertion of the 
clauses was that it was never desirable to 
cumber a Bill with unnecessary pro- 
visions. That, however, was no reason 
why they should not be inserted in this 
ease li the hon. Member desired them to 
be, and, although not pledging himself to 
the exact wording, he would see that 
substantially they were inserted in Com- 


mittee, unless in the meantime he was 
released from the undertaking. As to 


the property at Dulwich, that was a very 
small affair. It was a vacant site, belong- 
ing to the trustees of Alleyn’s charity. 
The buildings would cost probably about 
£2,000, and the site was not likely to be 
costly. The site off Oxford Street was a 
much more expensive matter. The 
buildings at present occupied by the Post 
Ottice on lease were to be purchased, with 
other shops and houses, for the purpose of 
necessary extensions. The existing 
accommodation was small even for the 
present business, but, in addition to that, 
a telephone exchange was to be established 
at the office. It was impossible to give 
any reliable estimate as to the cost of the 
buildings to be erected, as the plans were 
not yet worked out in sufficient detail. 
The amount to be spent on alterations in 
the old buildings was £3,000 or £4,000, 
from which it might be gathered that the 
cost of the new buildings would come to 
a much larger sum. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
to a select Committee of Five members, 
Three to be nominated by the House, and 
Two by the Committee of selection. 

Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 


Ordered, that all Petitions against the 
Bill presented three clear days before the 
meeting of the Committee be referred to 
the Committee ; that the Petitioners pray. 
ing to be heard by themselves, their 
Counsel, or Agents be heard against the 
Bill, and Counsel heard in support of the 
Bill. 


Ordered, that the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 
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Ordered that Three be the quorum.— 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


NEW FOREST (SALE OF LANDS FOR 
PUBLIC PURPOSES) BiLL. 
[SECOND READING. | 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


(5.55.) Mr. CALDWELL pointed out 
that the measure was drawn in an 
unusual form. The Bill gave extensive 
powers to appropriate a part of the New 
Forest for certain purposes. If those 
powers were given in the form proposed 


the matter would never come _ before 
Parliament again. It was an extra 
ordinary state of things, in a Bill 


dealing with public land, to empower a 
Department to give as much or as little 
as it pleased according to its own 
judgment. Parliament ought to have 
control in one of two ways. Either a 
scheme should be laid before the House, 
or the matter should be proceeded with 
by Provisional Order. The latter would 
be the usual statutory form, and would 
give an opportunity for the question to 
be discussed in the House if necessary. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
the Bill was urgently needed to meet the 
special requirements ofa particular locality. 
They could not so easily get a proper 
system of sewage unless they could buy 
for that purpose a small portion of the 
forest land. He agreed that they ought 
to regard with extreme jealousy any 
proposal to sell, or any proposal to allow 
to pass out of public control, any portion 
of land like the New Forest, and this 

, Bill had been strictly limited to purposes 
‘of urgent public necessity. At Lyndhurst 
‘the sewage system was in a very 
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condition, and an outbreak last year | 
brought this matter under the attention 
of the Local Government Board, and 
this district was threatened with a worse 
state of things in the future if something 
was not done. It was said that, 
owing to the he of the land, they 


could not have a proper system of 
sewage without using part of the 
forest land, and if that was proved 


to be true, he thought they were bound 
to allow some part of the forest to be 
taken. ‘The hon. Gentleman had spoken 
of the Commons Preservation Society, 


and one or two other Members had 
spoken on behalf of that body. He had 


communicated with this society, and he 
thought he was stating no more than the 
fact when he said that the Commons 
Preservation Society, after investigating 
the matter, were perfectly willing that 
the Bill should go through in its present 
form provided it was not widened or 
extended. He should object himself to 
any moving of Amendments in the 
direction of extending the Bill. He 
thought this measure should be limited 
strictly to what was necessary to secure 
the health of the people living in the 
district. Therefore the only point was as 
to whether, in addition to the securities 
contained in the Bill, there should 
also be a Provisional Order. He hoped 
that suggestion would not be pressed. 
The Bill already provided that an inquiry 
was to be held by an inspector of the 
Local Government Board, and_ before 
him anybody might appear to give 
evidence on the one side or the other; 
the inspector had to be satistied that the 
land was required, that it was suitable 
both in amount and situation, that the 
local authority could not acquire land 
for the purpose outside the forest, and 
that the land was to be devoted strictly 
tonecessary purposes. Having provided , 
for local inquiries where all the local 
interests could be heard, he thought they 
had amply protected the forest against 


being filehed away. As this course 
would involve some considerable 
expense, he deprecated putting upon 
them the further expense in- 
volved in obtaining a _ Provisional 
Order, and he did not think it was 


necessary to do this in order to protect 
the public interest. It had been his | 
desire throughout to limit this Bill to 
what was strictly necessary for the} 
health of the localities concerned, and to | 
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give up no part of the forest except upon 
proved necessity, and even then only to 
give up the smallest portion which would 
satisfy those needs. The hon. Member 
opposite had observed that there was no 
compulsion on the Commissioners to sell, 
but at the present time they were unable 
to sell ; this Bill was intended to give 
them the power to sell, but it did not 
bind them to sell in any ease at all. 


*(6.5.) Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) 
said that in the main no one could com- 
plain of the speech made by the Secretary 
to the Treasury or as to the way the Bill 
was drawn. There was one phrase in the 

3ill which provided that land was only 
to be taken when immediately required 
“in the interests of the public health of 
the locality.” He agreed that Lyndhurst 
was in an unfortunate position right in 
the heart of the New Forest, and was 
entitled to reasonable consideration in 
regard to everything appertaining to 
public health. He could, however, give 
the hon. Gentleman cases in which local 
authorities had interpreted “the interests 
of public health” very widely indeed, 
and he would suggest that the Bill should 
make it clear that the narrowest inter- 
pretation was to be given to this phrase, 
if Lyndhurst wanted a new system of 
sewage, that was so eminently reasonable 
that the House of Commons ought not to 
object to it, but if it was going to link 
up its sewage system with four or five 
other districts to establish a combined 
sewage farm out of forest land because 
private land was dearer, that would be a 
totally different matter. He hoped 
“public health ” would not be construed 
as meaning the provision of such things 
as watersheds and gasworks. He had 
known “public health” to be so con- 
strued as to include watersheds, joint 
sewage farms, gasworks, and recreation 
grounds. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It 
is not the local authority which will be 
the final judge in such a matter, but 
the Local Government Board has to be 
satisfied upon this point. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS said he was con- 
vinced from the speech of the Secretary to 
the Treasury that he had within his mind 
some of the fears he had just mentioned. 
Some local authorities had interpreted 
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public iealth to mean such things as he 
had alluded to. He would suggest that 
Lyndhurst should have every opportunity 
for getting sanitary and other 
diflicuities, and that no obstacles should 
be placed in the way of accomplishing 
this. He agreed that Lyndhurst should 
be charged a reasonable sum for the land 
taken forest, but Lyndhurst 
should not be allowed to link up with 
other districts for the purposes of estab- 
lishing » joint sewage farm by appropriat- 
ing land trom the forest simply because 
it was public land and could be secured 


t 


mt af i 
out of its 


from the 


very cneanly. 


Question put and agreed io. 


Biil read a second time, and committed 
to a Select Committee of Five Members, 
Three to be nominated by the House, and 
Two by the Committee of Selection. 

Ordered, That all Petitions against the 
Bill presented Three clear days before 
the meeting of the Committee be referred 
to the Committ that the Petitioners 
praying to Le lieard by themselves, their 
Counsel, \gents be heard against the 


Bill, and Counsel heard in support of the 
Bill. 
Order that the Committee have 


nd for 


power to s persons, papers, and 
record 

Order ‘hat Three be the quorum.— 
(Mi. dus vamberlain.) 
ELECTR LIGHTING (LONDON) BILL. 

SECOND READING. | 

Ord Second Reading read. 

Motion ie, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Bill be now read a second 
tim< 


(6.12.) Mr. CALDWELL said this Bill 
of a technical character. If 

it did wha ‘morandum said it wa: 
intended to doe, then he should say that 


Was rather 


et 
les 






it was a very or bill to pass. They 
had got the ic lighting Orders as 
they existed before the Act of 1899. lf 
this Bill was to alter the old boundaries 


so as to make them co-equal with the 
new boundaries, that would be a proper 
proposal, and that object was given as 
the reason and purpose of this Bill. But 
this measure did nothing of the kind, 
and it would leave the boundaries in a 
worse condition after this Bill was passed 
than they were at the present time. 

Mr, John 


Burns. 


{COMMONS} 





(London) Bill. 


832 

THe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD op 
TRADE (Mr. Greratp Batrour, Leeds 
Central): No, no. 


Mr. CALDWELL said the President oj 
the Board of Trade cried out ‘‘ No, no.” 
but this Bill would not make the bound- 
aries co-extensive, and co-equal with the 
existing boundaries. If the district was 
situated outside a borough authorised to 
supply electricity within the horough, a 
particular course was to be taken, but if 
the Borough Council was not authorised 
to supply electricity in the borough, then 
the outside district had to apply for a 
supply of electricity to a company author- 
ised to supply it within the borough. 
‘hen there was a third contingency 
that might arise in the case of London, 
where an area of supply adjoined a 
transferred area. The hon. Member 
referred to the difficulties which were 
likely to result from the working of 
the measure on account of the provisions 
laid down with respect to the fixing of 
the areas of supply, and of settlement of 
questions with relation to the title of 
Borough Councils and private companies 
to supply outside areas with electricity. 
He pointed out the differences between 
the present Bill and the Electric Lighting 
(London) Bill, 1901 (Bill No. 124). He 
red to say that the Bill of last year 
dealt in a ‘more effective manner with 
the great question of areas than the Bill 
now before the House, because it recog- 
nised the fact that if they were going to 
make the boundaries co-extensive and 
‘o-equal with the new areas, they must 
buy out those who supplied the outside 
areas. There was a proper clause in last 
year’s Bill which provided that where an 
area was transferred under the powers 
conferred, the council or company to 
vhom it transferred should take 
over the concern from the council or 
company from whom it was transferred 
and pay a price fixed by arbitration. He 
ventured to say that that was the only 
suitable way of making the boundaries 
co-extensive and co-equal with the new 
boundaries. He generally found thats 
econd Bill was better than the first, but 
he did not think that was so In this case. 


~ 





was 


There was a proviso in the present Bill 
which not in that of last year, 
namely, that the provisions of the Act 


was 


‘should not apply in the case of areas 
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where the mains had been laid down 
before ‘st January, 1902. He did not 
know the reason why that date had 
been fixed. He pointed out that it was 


proposed to give great powers to the 
Board of Trade under Section (+) of 


Clause { which was not in the Bill of 
last year it provided 

“ti any question arises under this Act with 
referen any transfer under this Act for 
the sa of electricity in any crea transferred 
andes s Act. such question shall be referred 
to, an rmuned by, the Board of Trade.” 


That gave universal power to the 


Board O1 | la le. The whole object of 
the Bill was not to make boundaries 
eo-equiil ind co-extensive but to give 
cenera! and ibsolute powers to the 
Board of Trade to confirm agreements. 
There was no obligation on any one to 
make agreements unless they read 
Clause giving full power to 
determine everything and nything. 


Every eleetrie company had a Provisional 
Order which fixed its boundaries, and if 
the Government wished to alter what 
1 done they should do it by 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said it was 
hon. Meriber had said, 


Manner consequen- 


wuitTe tr Phy ge 
yuile | ; S ult 


vas Ina 











tial on ihe London Government Bill of 
1899. Thehon. Member complained that 
the B id not go far enough. If the 
memorandiim implied that every single 
\justment that was required to mak: 
t idaries of electrical areas con- 
tern is 1 the boundaries of muni 
elpalitie is cerried out in the Bill, 
rdmit | the memorandum cot 
veyed an inacurate impression, It was 
not hi ntention that the Bill should 

as far as that. Phe real object of the 
Bill was to make —— where 
they wel Ta tically ol on-conten 
tious character. When this aioe Ww 
exal — 1 two years ago, there were 216 
alt rations of area which had been mad 
by the Commissioners under the Act ol 
1899 which would possibly come under 
the operation of this Bill. Oi that 
num} bout 179 related to small ar 
where no eleetrical works had been ex 
cuted, and inquiry satisfied him that 
in almo-t all of these cases no contro- 
versv would arise There were other 
eases in which undoubtedly controversy 
would arise, and he had altered the Bill of 
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compulsory in certain cases the 
tions which would have beei compulsory 


as to imperil the 


1902} (London) Bill. 834 


with the Bill of 
as not to render 
aliera- 


this year, 
last year, 


as compared 
in such a way 


under the Bill of last vear. He did 
that deliberately, in order to avoid 
matters which might be so controversial 

pissage of the bill. 
All the non-controversial eases were still 
included, and he imagined that these 
would be 170 out of, perhaps, 216, unless 
in the interval works had been begun in 
any of these places. It 1 


vas clearly ad- 


vantageous that this Bill should pass 
this year, because in each succeeding 


possi bility 
laid down 


year there additional 
that electrical a would be 
in areas at present non-con(rover-ial, 
which might then become contentious. 
With regard to changes of a controver- 
character, the Bill left the parties 
coneerned to make such arrangements ag 
they thought proper, and gave the 
Board of Trade power to give those 

ments beween the parties the 
ri of law. The Bill did not give the 
Board of Trade extravagant powers such 
as the hon. Gentleman imagined. The 
Board of Trade would have no power in 
controversial cases to force — ments 


Was an i 
» | 


sial 


agre 





on the parties. The Board mere ly 
had power to confirm any arrange- 
ments to which the parties might 


In regard to non-controversial 
it all events, the | 
and valuable eifect, and he 
Lh. . os - id } ol - . . 
noped Ww Wwouic e alloy ed to pass. 


come. 


areas, Bill would have 


a usetul 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) said 
there was a danger of want of elasticity 
Bill. es in which 
it was desirable that an authority supply- 
ing electricity in should be 
| to supply electricity in part of 
idjoining area. He trusted it would 
be considered in Committee asto whether 
not desirable; and whether 
authorities should not have power to 
‘nter inte agreements for that purpose. 
He knew of at least two instances where 
it would be most inconvenient for 
electric light to be supplied to a district 
irom the station in iis own and it 
could be most conveniently supplied by 
the station in an adjoining area. 


n the here were ea 


one area 





tHhat was 


enter 
envel 


area, 


(Question put and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time. 








&35 Supply—Cwil 
SUPPLY [18TH APRIL]—REPORT. 

Resolutions reported— 

REVENUE DEPARTMENTS 
ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 

1. “That a sum, not’ exceeding 
£2,411,250, be granted to His Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to detray 
the charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1903, for the salaries 
and working expenses of the Post Office 
Telegraph Service.” 

2. “ That a sum, not. exceeding 
£5,961,815. be granted to His Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1993, for the salaries 
and expenses of the Post Office Services, 
the Expenses of Post Office Savings 
Banks, and Government Annuities and 
Insurances. and the collection of the 
Post Office Revenue.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 
First Resolution agreed to. 
Second Resolution— 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
‘‘That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.’ 


*(6.50.) Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty ) 
complained that the Post Office had not 
taken advantage of the new railway to 
Mallaig to accelerate the mail service to 
the western islands. He reminded the 
hon. Gentleman that in 1896 the Govern- 
mentgranted £260,000fora railway which 
was to open up the western islands and 
develop the fisheries, and other purposes ; 
and the people of the islands had been 
very disappointed that the Post Office 
had failed to take advantage of the new 
route, for the purpose of accelerating 
the transit of the mails. He asked the 
hon. Gentleman to bring pressure to 
bear upon the North British Railway 
Company, which, he thought, had treated 
the Post Office and the public in a most 
unsatisfactory manner. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 38.) said 
he had some time ago _ presented 
an extensively-signed petition from the 
people of Mullinavat asking for increased 
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postal and telegraphic facilities. With 
regard to telegraphic facilities, some. 
thing had been done; but with regard 
to postal facilities, the Post Office had 
decided that they could not afford to give 
what was asked for. Mullinavat was 
a large and important district, and 
deserved better treatment than it received, 
Two days were required to convey letters 
to and from the county town, which 
was only ten miles away. In spite of 
the reply he had received to his petition, 
he felt compelled, under all the cireura- 
stances, to bring this matter before the 
House, in the hope that the hon. (:entle- 
man would endeavour to remedy what 
undoubtedly was an admitted grievance. 


Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, 
Saffron Walden) drew attention to the 
fact that, although within forty miles of 
London, the large agricultural community 
in his constituency complained that they 
could not obtain copies of the daily 
Press and keep themselves in touch with 
the current prices in London, owing to 
the fact that the mails left London just 
before the London papers were published, 
and the Post Office authorities did not 
consider the district of sufficient impor- 
tance to justify a second delivery. This 
was areal grievance, because it was neces- 
sary for the farmers in this district to 
keep in touch with the London prices, 
as well as those of the immediate district. 
He hoped the hon. Gentleman would see 
his way to put an end to this state of 


things and give them better postal 
facilties. 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wick- 


low, W.) said he wished for a_ few 
moments to invite the attention of 
the Secretary to the Treasury to the 
cause of postmen on fixed wages. 
As the hon. Gentleman was no doubt 
aware, there were some thousands of 
these men in the employment of the Post 
Office receiving a weekly salary in Ire- 
land of 15s. and in the rest of the United 
Kingdom of 16s. Now, surely that wasa 
wage which the Post Office ought not to 
offer to any man who held the position of 
a postman. Even for unskilled labour it 
was too low a rate of remuneration, and it 
must be evident that in the case of a man 
with a family such a wretched pittance 
must often involve pangs of hunger. 
That was not the only grievance which 








ru 
on 
sh 
wl 
en 
WI 
mi 
up 
Cal 
on 
ce) 
Hi 
Tr 
an 


80! 


the 
s of 
nity 
hey 
ily 
vith 
x to 
just 
hed, 
not 
por- 
This 
ces- 
, to 
ces, 
rict. 
see 
> of 
stal 


ick- 
few 
of 
the 
es, 
yubt 
. of 
ost 
Ire- 
ited 
‘asa 
it to 
n of 
ir it 
cd it 
man 
ince 
ger. 


hich 








837 Supply 


rural postmen laboured under. Should | 
one of them unfortunately become ill, and | 
should he be attached to a Post Office | 
where no Government medical officer was 
employed, he had to find out of his 
wretchedly low wage not only the cost of 
medical attendance, but he was called | 
upon to send in weekly a medical certiti- 
cate as to the state of his health. How 
on earth could he afford to pay for such a 
certificate out of his 15s. or 16s. a week ? | 
He did hope that the Secretary to the 
Treasury would investigate these matters, 
and see if he could not possibly hold out | 
some prospect of an increase of wages. 
Let him remember and try to realise 
what was the lot of the rural postman. 
[Ir was a hard life. He had to tradge the 
roads in all seasons, he was exposed to all 
kinds of weather, however inclement, and 
often he was occupied for from twelve to 
fourteen hours daily. Was it not a 
monstrous thing that the Post Office 
should expect men to do such work for 
sich a miserable wage, and was the hon. 
Gentleman aware that this system of 
making appointments at a fixed wage had 
been recently re-introduced on an ex- 
tended scale, notwithstanding the fact 
that the Tweedmouth Committee had 
condemned it? There was one other 
point to which he wished to call the 
attention of the Secretary to the Treasury, 
and, through him, of the Postmaster 
General, 


tion had been issued on the subject of 
special leave. Now, postmen and other 
officials employed by the 
Department had secured the right to 
federate and organise, and their right to 
do so had been recognised by the authori- 
ties. The postmen had a federation, with 
a membership of 25,000, and, of course, 
there was a great deal of work to do in 
connection with that organisation. Its 
affairs were administered by an executive 
of sixteen men, drawn from all parts of 
the United Kingdom. In the early days 
of its existence, and, indeed, until very re- 


classes of 
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| matter. 


Very recently a new regula- | 
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allowed to any one man had now been 
limited to ten days, and he could assure 
the hon. Gentleman that that amount 


_ of time was absolutely inadequate for the 


proper working of the organisation. A 


| suggestion had been made that at least 
_twenty days leave should be granted, 
|and he did not think there was any- 
(thing unreasonable in that. 


It should 
be remembered that the Post Office 
were not put to any expense in the 
If a man obtained special leave 
in order to attend the Federation busi- 
ne-s, he had to provide a substitute, to be 


| approved by his superior officials, to do 


his duty during his absence, and he him- 
self had to pay that substitute. The 


| Department was not put to the expense 


of a single penny, and under the cireum- 
stances he could not understand why 
there had been a curtailment of the 
privilege to ten days. Was there any 


'reason whatever why the limit should 


not be extended to twenty days? He 
failed to see any. He would again urge 
the Secretary to the Treasury to give his 


earnest attention to the questions he 
had brought under his notice, and 


especially to the subject of fixed wage 
appointments. Many of the men who 
were appointed under this system were 
old soldiers, and had families to support, 
and he did think it was monstrous that 
they should receive such a wretchedly 
low wage. The Department ought 
literally to be ashamed of itself, and it 
certainly need not accentuate the griev- 
ance by insisting that when a man was 
untortunately ill he should be put to the 
expense of sending in a medical certifi- 
cate signed by a private practitioner as 
to the state of his health. He was sure 


ithe hon. Gentleman must sympathise 


with the hard lot of these men, and he 


itrusted that he would see his way to 


cently, men were allowed special leave to | 


the extent of from twenty five to thirty 
days per year in order to enable them to 
do work of their Federation. The meet- 
ings of their executive were held at 
different places. and often entailed very 
long journeys, while a large amount of 
business had to be transacted. Under 
the new regulations which had_ been 
promulgated, the amount of special leave 
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hold out to them some prospect of 
amelioration, so that they might be 


encouraged to become more attentive 
and more zealous in the discharge of 
their duties. They often had charge of 
letters of great value. As a body they 


| were faithful and honest men, and they 
/ ought not to be subjected to the tempta- 


tion which undoubtedly a man on 16s. 
a week had to contend against. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.) wanted 
to know the reason why not a stone of 
2 I, 
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the new Post Office building at Mullinavat | he is under some misapprehension as to 


bad been laid, although its erection had | 
been promised two years ago. 


(7.2.) Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Most of the points raised by the hon. 
Members are matters for personal com- 


munication rather than for debate in this 
House. I desire to give the fullest 


information possible, and to satisfy hon. 
Members that the Post Office is doing 
its best. I do not think, however, 
that it is expected of me that I should 
give, without previous notice, details of 
the postal arrangements in the most 
remote parishes in the country. I do 
not know what the standard of the hon. 
Member for West Mayo may be, but [| 
imagine, judging by population and the 
amount of correspondence, that Mullina- 
vat is not the most important town 
in Ireland. If the hon. Member will 
put his complaint in writing, I will inquire 
into it. [will communicate with the hon. 
Member for the Saffron Walden Division 
on the point he raised. A question was 
put to me by the hon. Member for Ross and 
Cromarty with which I am able to deal, 
because I have had so many com 
plaints from him as to the deticiencies 
in the mail facilities to the Western 
Highlands and Islands, I have never 
pretended that the present mail arrange- 
ments are in all respects satisfactory, but 
unfortunately the Postmaster General has 
not the powers which the hon. Gentleman 
seems to conceive he has. The North 
British Railway Company’s light railway 
to Mallaig was not constructed on postal 
grounds, and it is impossible for me, at the 
present time, to impose conditions on the 
Railway Company after the money voted 
by Parliament for that railway has been 
paid over. The whole question of postal 
communication with the Western High- 
lands and Islands is extremely difficult, 
and [ do not think we should gain anything 
if we forced the carriage of the mails on 
to a new line instead of the present one. 
The Postmaster General will, however, lose 
no opportunity that may come in his way 
to improve the service, if that can bedone 
without unduly burdening the Post 
Office. The hon. Member for West 
Wicklow has complained of the remuner- 
ation given to rural postmen both in 
Ireland andinthiscountry. He spoke of 
them having to work very long hours at 
a wage of 15s. in Ireland, and 16s. in the 
rest of the United Kingdom. | think 


Dr. Ambrose. 


-ment outside the Post Office. 


'the number of hours these men work. 
At any rate, a good deal of the time they 
are off duty. Tt sometimes happens that 
a man has a walk to reach the limit of 
which only takes up a short time, and 
yet he has to remain at the end of it 
the greater part of the day, returning 
only in the evening with the letters 
which have been posted during the day. 
Many of these men have occupations of 
their own, and utilise their spare time 
in pursuit of them, and it cannot there. 
fore be said that they spend the day in 
the service of the Post Office. In any 
case, we have, in fixing the wages, to 
look at the nature of the employment, 
and to have regard to the rate of 
remuneration for nearly similar employ- 
‘The hon. 
Gentleman speaks of a wage of 15s. or 
16s. a week as not being a living wage. 
Lat once grant that we ought to treat 
rural postmen, as all other servants of 
the State, fairly, having regard to the 
nature of their employment. But any 
desire I might have to be generous at 
the expense of the general taxpayer o! 
the country is necessarily checked by 
my feeling of responsibility toward the 
taxpayer. I have no right to un- 
necessarily burden him in order to 
confer exceptional favours upon Govern- 
ment servants, 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: 
him in order to give 
landlords. 


You tax 
doles io the 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | 
do not think we need enter into that 
subject now. I come next to the 
question raised by the hon. Member with 
regard to the requirement of weekly 
medical certificates when a postal servant 
is sick. I would like to point out that 
sick leave on a very generous scale i 
given in the Post Office, and in no ser- 
vice in the world is it possible to accept 
the mere ipse dicit of an official that he 
is illand unable to discharge his duty. 
We must guard the public service against 
malingering, and the only way in which 
we can do that is by insisting on having 
a medical certificate. It is not possible 
for the Post Office to have medical 
officers of its own in all parts of the 
country. Where we have one, our 
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employees get free medical attendance. 
But in other cases they have to call in 
their own medical officer. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Are not all 
the higher officials in the Post Office 
supplied with free medical service ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: At 
certain offices every servant is entitled 
to free medical attendance ; but at other 
offices, where we have no Departmental 
medical officer, they have to find their 
own medical attendants. There only 
remains the question of special leave for 
me to deal with. The hon. Member 
asked if I could see my way to recom- 
mending that officials of the Post Office 
who desire to attend meetings of the 
Executives of the various postal trade 
unions should be given twenty days 
special leave for that purpose, in the 
course of a year, instead of the ten days 
now allowed. No, Sir, I do not think I 
can hold out any hope that the Post- 
master General will modify the regula- 
tion which he has recently issued. Let 
the House bear in mind that these 
servants of the Post Office have a fort- 
night’s leave on full pay in the course 
of twelve months. And, in addition to 
that fortnight, which they may employ 
in any manner they like, they are 
allowed tu take not more than ten days 
special leave, for which they get no pay, 
and during which they have to provide 
a substitute. Although the Post Office 
may not lose pecuniarily by their absence 
from duty, it does lose in efficiency if 
some of its servants are constantly away 
from their regular employment, doing 
work outside the Post Office. I think it 
is not too much to ask, when we give 
fourteen days leave on full pay and ten 
days special leave without pay, that the 
councils of these various unions should, 
on their part, so arrange their meet- 
ings as to enable the members to attend 
them without further interference with 
the discharge of their duty to the Post 
Office. It is a not ungenerous arrange- 


ment which we have made, and | can! 
assure the House that the Postmaster | 
General feels bound, in the interests of | 


the efficiency of the service, to maintain 
in force this special leave regulation. 
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*(7.10.) Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shore- 
ditch, Hoxton) said the hon. Gentleman 
who had just spoken had referred to many 
postal grievances to which attention had 
often been drawn in that House, but he 
could not find in any of his remarks any 
fresh argument in support of the present 
arrangements, which, as far as the postal 
service was concerned, were felt in many 
respects to be the source of much in- 
justice. The first argument he put for- 
ward was that he could not be expected 
to be generous as regards the pay of 
postal servants at the expense of the 
general taxpayer. The answer to that 
was clear. The State ought to be a model 
employer. They did not ask for excessive 
wages, but they did demand that Post 
Office servants should receive remunera- 
tion ona par with that paid for similar 
work by outside bodies or persons. They 
felt very strongly on this question. They 
were of opinion that an increase of pay 
would not necessarily involve any addition 
to the burden oi the taxpayers. It could 
be covered by the better administration of 
the Department. Those who took an 
interest in the great army of postal 
employees were wel! aware there were 
numerous cases in which, by a change 
of regulations and the introduction of 
small reforms, most irritating and most 
unreasonable conditions imposed upon 
the men might be got rid of. They 
thought that the best means—the most 
expeditious and the most equitable 
manner of ascertaining the true facts 
—would be the appointment of a Com- 
mittee to investigate the whole of the 
circumstances. They were always told, 
when they asked for such a Com- 
mittee, that they had already had one. 
and that the nndings of the Tweed- 
mouth Committee had _— established 
finality. But he would remind his hon. 
friend that there could be no real 
defence of that statement, because a 
very few months after that Committee 
had reported, the Postmaster General, 
the representatives of the men, anda 
number of the Members of this House, 
were closeted together in a Committee 
room in order to revise the findings of the 
Committee. Surely circumstances had 
arisen during the four or five years 
which had since elapsed to justify 
reconsideration of the whole _ posi- 
‘tion. There was very substantial proof 


212. 
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that the conditions under which 
a great number of men inthe postal 
service now lived had materially altered 
in that time. Rents had risen con- 
siderably, as was shown by figures 
relating to parts of the metropolis which 
were largely populated by postal 
employees which he had recently quoted 
to the House. Yet the Department had 
taken no account of that fact, and when- 
ever an appeal was made to it they 
received nothing but vague assurances 
that all was well. Those who desired to 
secure the efficiency of the public service, 
and that the State should employ willing 
and satistied servants, would cont nue to 
press for the appointment of a Select 
Committee, and he believed that in the 
long run they would get the satisfaction 
to which they were entitled. There 
were a great number of other matters 
connected with postal administration 
with which he would like to deal, and he 
would not have ventured to trespass on 
the time of the House in regard to them 
had it been possible to get anything 
like direct information on the subject 
from the hon. Gentleman who re- 
presented the Postmaster General in 
that House. He felt bound to take that 
opportunity of again drawing attention 
to the very great public inconv-nience 
which occurred, and the large inroads 
made upon the time of the House, by the 
absence from it of the Postmaster 
General, who was the Minister in charge 
of the third largest spending Department 
of the State. So long as his hon. friend 
was in the unpleasant position of having 
to represent the Postmaster General, so 
long would there be a feeling that they 
could not criticise sufficiently the ad- 
ministration of the Department or get 
satisfactory replies to the cases they ad- 
vanced. He spoke of the position of the 
hon. Gentleman as being unpleasant, for 
he could imagine nothing could be more 
unpleasant ihan to have to deal with 
answers to questions in respect of 
matters with which he had no discretion. 
If he were to exercise any discretion, or 
to give a distinct pledge or assurance, he 
would at once be trenching upon the 
Ministerial responsibility of the Post- 
master General. There had been many 
protests made in that House as to the 
absence from it of the Minister respon- 
sible for the administration of the Post 


My. Claude fiay. 
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Office, and he would remind hon. Mem- 
bers that when they had the Postmaster 
General in the House of Commons, as in 
the case of Mr. Raikes, postal questions 
were promptly and efficiently dealt with, 
not only to the satisfaction of Members 
interested in the subject, but, above all, 
to the satisfaction of Post Office servants 
themselves. The arrangement was con- 
ducive in the fullest sense to the etticiency 
of the service, and advantageous to the 
trade of the country and the empire. 
He had on one or two vecasions brought 
under the notice of the hon. Gentleman 
the question of the regulations imposed 
upon those postal employees who be- 
longed to the Volnnteer force. He had 
never as yet been able to get a satis- 
factory answer, and he was tempted to 
ask if the time was not coming when it 
would be necessary for the Fostmaster 
General to lay down a rule that postal 
servants should not be Volunteers. 
Under the new regulations a_ postal 
servant had to find a substitute when 
he desired to do his duty as a Volunteer, 
and to attend the annual trainings of his 
regiment. Many of these men were in 
receipt of a wage of 18s. a week, but very 
often it cost as much as 30s. to provide 
a Substitute, because in that case they 
had to pay on the basis of time and a 
quarter for the performance of such 
duties by a substitute. The result was 
that, while giving their time and energy 
to the service of their country as 
Volunteers, they had to pay money out 
of their Own pockets, and it must be 
well known that men getting but Iss. 
a week had scarcely any chance of sav- 
ing, and were not likely to have any 
funds to draw upon to provide substitutes 


whilst they were undergoing their 
military training. The Postmaster 


General ought to set an example to all 
other employers, and to give facilities 
to the menin his Department to serve 
in the ranks of the auxiliary forces. 
He had a still stronger ground of 
complaint. A certain number of postal 
servants had served in the Army and 
pissed into the reserve, and had been 
called upon to rejoin the colours during 
the present war. Notices were issued by 
the Postmaster General, and posted in 
numerous offices throughout the kingdom, 
asking other men not Army Reser- 
vists to volunteer for active service, 
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and describing the terms of re 
muneration as well as the condition 
under which at the close of the war they 
would be allowed to return to their 
situations in the Post Office. A number 
of men, on the faith of those promises, 
proceeded to the seat of war. And what 
did they find 4 Some of them were only 
piid ai the rate of ls. a day, whereas 
and again others ordinary line pay plus 
engineers pay others received 5s. daily ; the 
consequence was that many of them felt 
that they were unfairly treated, and 
rightly looked to the Postmaster General 
to exercise his influence with the 
Secretary for War to secure for them 
fair all- round treatment. The Post- 
master General simply shrugged his 
shoulders, and said it had nothing to do 
with him, as it wasa matter which solely 
concerned the War Office. But he 
would tell him that private employers 
had succes-fully intervened in such eases, 
and he held in his hand—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question of the Army pay given to post- 
men at the war does not arise on this 
Vote. 


*Mr. CLAU DE HAY said he, of course, 
accepted the ruling of the Speaker and 
would pass on to another branch of the 
postal difficulty. He had already alluded 
to the fact that they were unable in that 
House to get satisfactory replies to 
inquiries addressed to the Postmaster 
General. The practice was, when they 
put a general question, toask for a detailed 
statement, and when they gave detailed a 
sta‘ement they simply received a general 
reply. At that he thought they had 
just cause to complain. Whenever he 
put a question he had always taken 
great pains to substantiate his facts, 
and it had been his unfortunate exper- 
ience that he had never been able to get 
any acknowledgment from the Post- 
master General that a grievance existed 
without first forwarding a serics of long, 
argumentative letters, but he had suc- 
ceeded in obtaining an acknowledgement 
from the Postmaster General that a 
reply given to him in the House was in 
correct. 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, 
the debate stood adjourned. 
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Debate to be resumed tomorrow. 





EVENING SITTING. 
STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES. 

Order read for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [Ist May], “That 
a Select Committee be appointed to 
inquire into the subsidies to steamship 
companies and sailing vessels under 
foreign Governments, and the effect 
thereby produced on British trade.”— 
(Sir William Walrond.) 


Question again proposed. 


(9.0.) Mr. CALDWELL said this 
was a Motion to re-appoint a Select 
Committee to inquire into the subsidies 
to steamship companies and sailing vessels 
under foreign (Governments, and the 
effect thereby produced on British trade. 
The Committee was first appointed on 
23rd April last ; it held eighteen sittings 
and examined twenty-two witnesses, and 
it had published the evidence it had 
taken. It was said recently that they 
were nearly at the end of their inquiry, 
and only proposed to examine two or 
three witnesses. He wished to draw the 
attention of the House to the terms of 
reference. The Committee was to report 
on the effect on British trade of subsidies 
to steamship companies and sailing vessels 
under foreign Governments. But it had 
been taking evidence as to the effect of 
these subsidies on British shipping, and 
he ventured to assert that had the House 
known the Committee would do that, it 
would never have appointed it. British 
trade was a thing quite distinct from 
British shipping. The country was, of 
course, peculiarly interested inthe question 
of the prosperity of its trade ; its wealth 
largely depended on its exports. But 
this Committee, instead of inquiring as to 
the effect of these subsidies on that trade, 
had held an inquiry, in the interests of 
British shipowners, as to whether British 
ships should not be subsidised in order to 
enable them to compete with foreign 
vessels. That was the tenour of the 
whole of the questions put by the Chair- 
man and other members of the Committee. 
He would like to illustrate his point. 
The British shipowner naturally wished 
to get as high freights as he could, and 
to have his vessels well filled. He was 
not so much interested in the volume of 
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more interested in 
high freights: the interests were, in fact, 
antagonistic. 
subsidies to foreign vessels did not tend 
to keep down freights, yet the whole 
tendency of this inquiry had been in the 
interest of the British shipowner, and 
not in that of the trader. 
opposing the re-appointment of this 
Committee by way of protest against the 
conduct of its members. Of the witnesses 
examined, six were Government officials, 
seven were British consuls, and seven 
were shipowners: only two were con- 
nected with British trade; one was con- 
nected with the trade of Zanzibar, and 
his evidence echoed the views of the 
shipowners as regarded Zanzibar; and 
the only witness representing British 
trade came from Manchester, and gave 
evidence as to freights for cotton goods 
which showed the difference between the 
interests of the shipowner and the trader. 
He pointed out that cotton goods were 
sent from America to Shanghai at 27s. 6d. 
per ton, whereas it cost 50s. a ton to 
send them from this country. It was 


were equal. The Committee had gone 
outside their reference. They had entered 
into an inquiry into the subsidies of 
British ships as armed cruisers. This 
had nothing to do with the question the 
Committee had to consider. The Com- 
mittee’s object was to make out and 
bolster up a case for an extension of the 
system of subsidies, ‘The Committee had 
also taken up the subject of mail contracts 
with the same object. 


Str CHARLES CAYZER (Barrow. in- 
Furness): [ wish to ask whether the 
hon. Member is in order in saying the 
Committee is bolstering up a case for 
shipping subsidies when they have made 
no Report. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: They have not 
made a final Report, but they have 
made a Report—they have reported the 
evidence. 


Mr. CALDWELL repeated his charge, 
and, in support of it, declared that a 


combination of British shipowners had | 


Mr. Caldwell. 
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trade as in the rate of freight, whereas, | 
on the other hand, the British trader was | 
the volume of the | 
trade of the country than in the question of | 


The evidence showed that ' 


Hence he was | 
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succeeded in almost doubling the rates 
from Hamburg and other continental 
ports. [AN Hon. MemBER: That is not 
so.] Well, they had it in the evidence of 
Mr. Hill {that the Norwegian Govern- 
ment fixed the rates, and a Norwegian 
Company had to carry goods at those 
frieghts. At first the Wilson Company 
tried to compete and keep uy their rates, 
but eventually they had to come down 
to the level of the Norwegian Company, 
although they said it did not pay them. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is going too far in discuss- 
ing particular cases. I understand he is 
objecting to the re-appointment of the 
Committee on the ground that it has, 


in taking evidence, gone beyond the scope 


of its reference. He is entitled to do 
that. but he is not entitled to deal with 
the facts proved in the evidence with a 
view to testing their accuracy. 


Mr. CALDWELL said he had been 
led into doing that by the interruptions 
to which he had been subjected. It was 
endeavoured to show at the inquiry that 


ws a combination of British shipowners had 
only true that British trade was best | mbinatio pods 


promoted in British ships where freights | 


endeavoured to raise rates, and it was 
that which was causing Germany, 
Russia, and the United States to build 
ships of their own. [An Hon. Member: 
Nonsense. } 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! it is 
not in order to cry “ Nonsense.” 


Mr. CALDWELL said the combina- 
tion was doing more than anything else 
to dislocate the trade of this country. 
He could only repeat that the ship- 
owners were directing the inquiry in 
their own interest, and their presence in 
such force that night was sufticient proof 
of it. 


*(9.20.) Mr. CHARLES WILSON 
(Hull, W.) said he could hardly imagine 
a more inopportune moment to bring 
forward such arguments as had been 
employed by his hon. friend. It 
appears to be the hon. Member's view 
that shipowners ought to be tabooed as 
much as possible. His own view was 
that never in the history of England had 
the shipping interest been of more im- 
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portance to this country than at the 
present time. What had it done? Per- 


sonally, he was not one of those who | 
had approved from many points of view | 


of the war in South Africa, but still, if 
it had not been for our shipping interest, 


what would have happened? It was our | 


splendid fleet of transports that had 
carried our Army in satety across the 
seas, a thing hitherto in its magnitude 
unknown in the history of the world. 
They were now asking for the renewal 
of the Committee on Subsidies. He had 
given evidence before it last year. His 
hon. friend’s line of argument appeared 
to be that foreign nations were envious 
of our shipping and wished to drive 
it from their ports by granting subsidies, 
and that this competition re-acted 
favourably on British trade by lowering 
freights. Probably that was the case 
in almost every maritime country. In 
many instances that had already 
seriously affected our mercantile marine. 
Take Norway as a particular instance. 
He had been connected, through his firm 
for fifty years of his life, with the 
trade of that country. In no maritime 
country was there more jealousy of the 
British flag. We considered ourselves 
4 maritime nation, but Norway 
especially considered she had a right 
to her trade on the high seas, and to 
displace the British flag. The Govern- 
ment of Norway, to protect their ship- 
ping, gave subsidies. They fixed certain 
rates of freight as part of the terms of 
the subsidies, no doubt making them 
unremunerative to unsubsidised shipping. 
Also, their sailors got lower wages than 
ours, and they had not the same restric- 
tions under the Board of Trade which we 
had. He was not complaining of those 
restrictions. He thought that in this 
country those restrictions had to an 
enormous extent been in favour of saving 
life at sea. 

They had very many dramatic 
scenes in older days in the House 
of Commons—especially one great scene 
that he was old enough to remember, 
and to know that good had resulted from 
it. Still, at the same time, we had restric- 
tions, as we had expenses which some 
foreign nationalities had not. Naturally, 
if we were to continue the competition, 
we had to do the same thing, and carry at 
the same freights. 
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He could say from his | 
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| own experience that as a result it had 
| been difficult for British shipping to live 
in competition. But Englishmen did 
not like to give in, and certainly his 
‘firm would not. But supposing any 
3ritish line of shipping had to suecumb 
as a result of Foreign subsidies and was 
'withdrawn, the freight was advanced 
again, and that benefit disappeared. 
This had only to be carried to _ its 
ultimate end— destroy one branch of 
British shipping after another, and practi- 
cally destroy the great maritime power 
of this country, so it was a much bigger 
question than his hon friend assumed. 
Personally, as a British shipowner, he 
should do what little he could to counter- 
act the arguments of his hon. friend. 
We had at present one drawback in the 
question of light dues. German steamers 
running to America were, he believed, 
exempted from what were called tonnage 
dues, because the Germans did not charge 
light dues, while we did. Taking one 
case in connection with his own business, 
that made a difference of over £500 on 
one steamer in twelve months. It practi- 
cally meant the difference between a profit 
andaloss. He asked the Government to 
relieve shipowners from light dues, which 
would carry a double advantage. He had 
not been there for some time, but the 
House had been exercised over the 
question of the American combination. 
The White Star Company had sold their 
entire fleet to the Morgan Syndicate, 
lock, stock, and barrel. Did we want 
this to extend, or did we not? If it was 
extended, it was the beginning of the 
decadence of British shipping, and with- 
out British shipping what would this 
country be! He was speaking as one 
intimately connected with British ship- 
ping for the last fifty years, and he had 
not heard one argument from the hon. 
Member which he was not surprised to 
hear coming from the Liberal Benches, and 
he did not think they would find favour 
even on the Government side of the House. 
He certainly hoped they would not. He 
hoped this Motion would be passed, 
and that it would be the inauguration 
from the present time of a determination 
to see that the interests of British shipping 
were paramount and of considerably more 
importance than during his time the 
House of Commons had ever considered 
them to be. One good thing might result 
from the attention which had been drawn 


to this subject by the American Syndicate. 
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It showed conclusively that we must take 
more interest in our shipping. We had 
a great example set us in Germany by 
the Kaiser, who did all in his power to 
foster German shipping. He did not 
think we could say that similar great 
intluences operated in this country, but 
he trusted that the facts which had been 
disclosed would open the eyes of those 
who were interested in the maintenance 
of the power of England. He hoped that 
very little support would be given in 
that House to the views which had been 
expressed by the hon. Member for Mid 
Lanark. 


*(9.35.) Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston 
Manor): As Chairmanof the Committee on 
Steamship Subsidies last year, I think it 
will perhaps be convenient that [ should 
intervene at this stage of the debate. | 

ish to deny altogether the allegation 
of the hon. Member for Mid Lanark- 
shire that the appointment of this Com- 
mittee has been promoted by shipowners. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I did not say it 
hal been promoted by shipowners. I 
said it had been promoted in the interests 
of the shipping trade. 


Mr. EVELYN CECIL: The hon. Mem- 
ber evidently draws a distinction between 
$vitish shipping and British trade. There 
may be, as is alleged, some antagonism in 
certain circumstances between British 
shipping and British trade ; but, unques- 
tionably, in the main, British trade has 
been in British ships, and if British 
shipping were by any chance to pass over 
to foreigners, | should like to ask the 
hon. Member where he thinks British 
trade would be. The hon. Member says 
this inquiry is merely intended to bolster 
up recommendations for British subsidies. 
Allow me to say that that is not inthe 
least the object of this inquiry. This 
inquiry is determined to get at the 
bottom of circumstances which have 
arisen in connection with trade and 
shipping, and I am most anxious to deal 
with these questions impartially, to call 
witnesses of all shades of opinion, and to 
cover all the ground that is reasonably 
contained in this reference. Personally, 
I should not have had any objection if 
this reference had been somewhat larger. 
It would then have covered some of the 
technical objections raised by the hon. 


Member for Mid Lanarkshire, and, if I am , 


I] “ilson . 


str. Charles 
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permitted to deal with what is and what is 
not the extent of the terms of reference, 
I should like to call the attention of the 
House to two or three considerations con- 
nected therewith. 

The inquiry had not proceeded very 
far before | was brought face to face with 
one or two difficult points, upon which, 
as Chairman, I was called upon to rule. 
The question very naturally arose at once 
as to whether this inquiry was to be 
limited somewhat in the direction 
sketched by the hon. Member for Mid 
Lanarkshire, that is to say, limited to an 
inquiry into the sums granted by foreign 
Governments as steamship subsidies, 
which, after all, were easily obtainable 
from the commercial reports issued by 
the Foreign Office, or whether it was to 
be an inquiry of some real, substantial 
value, which should 'ook at the question 
from a more general point of view. We 
inquired into the system of subsidies to 
stcamship companies, and among others 
the German companies: and we found 
that these subsidies to German companies 
were granted under express conditions. 
Let me intorm the House of two or three 
conditions which are required by the 
German Government to be observed 
before such subsidies are paid to the 
companies. One article of the contract 
between the German Government and the 
North German Lloyd Company is that 
the steamers of the latter are to be built 
in German yards, as far as possible ot 
German materials, according to the 
requirements of the German Admiralty, 
and the plans must be submitted to the 
German Chancellor. That raises the 
question of the mercantile marine avail- 
able in time of war, and it was not 
possible wholly to exclude this question 
from the Committee's inquiry, seeing that 
it was an essential condition upon which 
the German Government gave the sub- 
sidy. Another condition is that the sale 
or hire of vessels to foreign countries is 
not allowed without permission ot the 
German Imperial Chancellor. That 
raises a question which fringes upon 
the recent Atlantic ‘* combination ” 
and is a material matter for the inquiry 
I do not think we ean go into the whole 
question upon that article of the German 
contract, but the House will see that 
it does raise the question of sale to 
foreign countries of British ‘ships, and 
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if this can be prevented by making it 
a condition upon which subsidies are 
granted to British owners that those 
ships shall not be sold to foreign countries, 
this is @ point very material to our 
inquiry. 

Take another article imposed by the 
Government on the North 
German Lloyd Company, which is that 
the rates of freight and fares cannot be 
changed without the consent of the 
Imperial Chancellor. That raises the 
question of through preferential rates and 
through bills of lading, which have 
a material effect on the increase 
or the decrease of British trade. This 
raises, to some extent, the question of 
shipping rates and shipping “rings” or 
because it is clear that if 
the rates are such as the German Chan- 
cellor does not approve of, he can compel 
those rates to be reduced to a lower 
figure, which will be more advantageous 
to the Government or the public. It 
would not be fair to contemplate re- 
commending the subsidies to be granted, 
assuming for a moment that the Com- 
mittee were to do so, if we felt that the 
money simply went to bolster up objec- 
tionable practices sometimes in favour 
with «a shipping ring. Let us take 
another article. The German Govern- 
ment stipulate in granting subsidies that 
all adult deck hands and members of the 
engine-room staff engaged in Germany are 
to consist of men belonging to the naval 
reserve of Germany or persons who have 
contracted to serve under the imperial 
Navy, if steamers are requisitioned, hired, 
or bought by the German Government : 
and natives only are to be employed 
in the engine and boiler rooms, when em- 
ployment of European firemen and stokers 
is inadvisable for sanitary reasons. 
Here, again, it is made an express con- 
dition in the granting of subsidies by the 
Germamw Government that, if possible, 
the crews should be German crews. That 
raises to some extent the question whether 
crews in Briti-h subsidised ships should 
he British crews or not. 

Then there is another subject which, to 
my imind, necessarily comes in some 
degree within the scope of our inquiry. I 
allude to a class of matters, which I ven- 
ture to call possible contributory causes, 
which affect British trade. There seemed 
to be many other causes besides subsidies 
Which might affect British trade. If we 


German 


conterences, 
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are told by witnesses of causes affecting 
British trade, I submit that the Com- 
mittee must inquire into those causes so 
far as to be able to tell whether they are 
contributory causes or not. I do not 
propose that we should inquire elaborately 
into them, but I do not think we can 
shut our eyes to the fact that they may 
be causes very seriously affecting the 
granting of subsidies. Such things as 
the load-line regulations were mentioned, 
and the light dues have also been referred 
to. No doubt these have some effect 
upon British trade, and testimony has 
been borne to this fact by the hon, Mem- 
ber who has just spoken. It is also 
stated that the Board of Trade regula- 
tions and restrictions are a cause affecting 
British trade. I do not say that tiis is 
within our terms of reference, but we 
cannot shut our eyes to the statements 
which have heen made to us upon these 
points. We have been told that trade is 
affected by the regulations which countries 
like Russia and the United States adopt 
with regard to the coasting trade. For 
instance, Russia and the United States 
confine their coasting trade to ther own 
vessels, and interpret the term coasting 
trade so widely that it includes a voyage 
from Odessa to Vladivostock, and from 
San Francisco to Honolulu. The Com- 
mittee must, in my opinion, have their 
eyes not wholly fixed upon subsidies, 
but also consider other facts and cir- 
cumstances which surround them. 

The House will not, I think, be dis- 
posed rigidly to limit the Committee to 
a very technical and scrupulous interpre- 
tation of the reference. We cannot 
put blitkers on our and keep 
looking at subsidies and subsidies alone, 
and take no Consideration of any other 
matter which might materially affect 
the question. While we ought certainly 
to make subsidies the centre of our 
investigations, in some degree we ouglit 
to keep our wits alive to the fact that 
there are numerous other circumstances 
which affect British trade. I have 
endeavoured to conduct the inquiry on 
those lines, and I trust what I have 
done has been in accordance with the 
wishes of the House. The etfect of 
enlarging the terms of reference will 
be that the inquiry will take very 
much longer. I hope that if this 
Committee is appointed we shell be 
report this session. As thie 


eyes, 


able to 
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whole of the shipping question has 
come so much before the public in 


recent times, more especially during 
the last few months, I venture to 
think that the public will be very 
glad of some Report upon the evidence 
hrought before us, and if it is thought 
that our Report does not cover the 
whole of the question, and that some 
of these matters require further inquiry, 
it is open to the Government and to 
the House to have that inquiry made. 
I am fully alive to the importance of 
every one of those questions which 
have been referred to. I dare say every 
one of them would be deserving of a 
Royal Commission to itself, and a 
Commission could be appointed expressly 
fitted to deal with any one of these 
special subjects. In conclusion, I repeat 
that, while | am anxious to keep these 
other considerations in mind, I think 
we should fix our attention in the 
main upon the question of steamship 
subsidies. Considering that the public 
require a Report as soon as_ possible, 
and that anything which is not reported 
upon can easily be inquired into by 
any other Committee, I hope the House 
will decide to allow us to consider this 
question without any further delay. 
It is almost unprecedented in the 
history of this House that a Committee 
such this, which has taken two- 
thirds of its evidence, should be refused re- 
appointment. Its re-appointment ought 
to be almost a matter of form. I would 
suggest that the procedure on re-appoint- 
ment of a Committee of this kind is quite 
as important and useful a matter for the 
First Lord of the Treasury to turn his 
attention to, when he is considering 
alterations of the rules of the House, as 
any other matter which has been before 
him. 


as 


Stir ALFRED HICKMAN (Wolver- 
hampton, W.): The traders of this 
country would feel much more sympathy 
with complaints as to the disadvantages 


under which British shipowners labour | 


it they felt that British shipowners 
acted fairly towards their own country. 
The shipping ring, which has _ been 
referred to, is a combination whereby 
British shipowners bind themselves to 
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ports perfectly open to competition, 
They prevent any natural competition 
arising by a very ingenious device— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
will not be in order n discussing the 
effect of the shipping ring upon English 
trade. The question before the House 
is as to whether there should be ap 
inquiry into subsidies to foreign ships by 
their Governments and their effect upon 
3ritish trade. Therefore, the argument 
of the hon. Member in regard to shipping 
rings generally is out of order. 


*(9.50.) Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhamp. 
ton, S.): My hon. friend the Member 
for Mid Lanark has brought something 
in the nature of a_ personal charge 
against every member of this Committee, 
although. no doubt, he did not mean to 


do so. He has charged the Committee 
with a deliberate bias in favour of a 
certain class ef busines men. It will 


have been a matter of surprise to most 
Members of the House who have taken 
an interest in this matter, that my hon. 
friend has stayed up night after night 
to oppose the re-appointment of this 
Committee. He has, however, let us 
into the secret tonight in the passionate 
invective he has indulged in against 
this Committee. What his charge 
based upon? It is based solely upon 
the evidence. The evidence simply 
consists of a series Of questions put 
by members of the Committee. and 
answers to them. Any denunciation of 
the Committee ought to be based on 
its Report, but the Committee, while 
formally reporting that it should be 
re-appointed, has not given any indica 
tion of what its views are, and has 
given no indication of what its views 
on the subjects which came before it 
may turn out to be. Isubmit, with all 
respect to my hon. friend, that it is 
entirely unfair to conclude from those 
questions and answers what the Com- 
mittee is likely to say in its Report or 
to anticipate what that Report is likely 
to be. Those questions were put simply 
to elicit information. The hon. Member 


is 


,for Mid Lanarkshire has no right to 


talk about the Committee attempting to 
bolster up any case for the shipowners. 


keep up the rates from English ports, | [ know there is not an hon. Member of 
wherexs they leave the rates in foreign | this House who would be more unwilling 


Mr. Evelyn Ceeil. 
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to do anything unfair than the hon. 
Member for Mid Lanarkshire, but | 
think that in this case his action has 
heen very untair. 


#Mr. SPEAKER: I do not understand 
that the hon. Member for Mid Lanarkshire 
used the term “ bolstering up” in that 
gnse. Had I understood the hon. 
Member as making a charge of deliberate 
unfairness in regard to the Committee, 
| should certainly have called him to 
order. 


*Mr. NORMAN: My hon. friend cer- 
tainly used the words “To bolster up a 
ase,’ and my criticism applies only to 
that expression. Unfortunately, I am 
not a shipowner, and I have absolutely 
uo interest in ships, though I have, 
however, seen a great deal of ships. 


It is most unfair to me and to other 
members of the Committee to say 
tht we have any bias whatever in 


favour of shipowners. Shipowners are 
exactly like any other class of business 
men in the community, they know their 
own business very well, they are in- 
terested in shipping, and they naturally 
desire, When possible, to promote their 
own interests. This is not peculiar to 
shipowners, but to every class of the 
wmmunity, and to stigmatise shipowners 
asa sort of leprous class who ought to be 
egregated in the public interest seems to 
ne to be distinctly unfair. Personally, I 
herish a lively suspicion of shipping rings, 
and as far as possible my own questions 





lave been so directed as to tind out some- 
thing about their origin and methods. A 
ood deal has been said about the terms of 
tderence, and the Chairman of the Com- 
nittee has made a very able defence of 
the action of the Committee and the 


“ope which has been given to this 
nquiry. I would venture to defend 


w inquiry on rather different grounds. 
lcannot say offhand exactly what the 
‘rms of reference are, but I take it 
‘hat any good Committee frequently 
wes beyond the terms of its reference 
-not intentionally, but accidentally ; 
ind, indeed, this inevitable, when 
‘Committee shows enthusiasm and a 
sire to follow up any train of interest- 


is 










ig information that comes before it. 
fa Committee is led by enthusiasm 
» go heyond its reference, I think the 
House might generally regard that as 
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reflecting credit on the Committee and 
not as a proper basis of censure, and 
that is what seems to me to be the case 
at the present moment, when matters 
connected with British shipping have 
come to the front in so sensational and 
vital a manner. When the Committee 
reports, its Report may be the last word 
of wisdom, or it may be a picce of folly. 
When the House gets the Report, it can 
do what it likes with it. It can act upon 
it, or put it in the waste-paper basket. 
[ think it is wholly unreasonable that 
a Committee, which has gone through two- 
thirds of its work and in obedience to 
instructions from the House to earry out a 
certain inquiry to the best of its ability, 
whether great or small, should be stopped 
just before it has finished its labours, 
It is almost, if | may use the word, 
farcical. If there is anything to be 
deduced from the speech of the hon. 
Member for Mid Lanark, it is that he 
himself ought to be added to the Com- 
mittee, and I feel sure [ speak for the 
Committee when I say that we should 
gladly welcome his presence. 


Service Estimates. 


(9.56.) Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR 
(Liverpool, Exchange): I support in 
the heartiest manner the Motion for 


the appointment of the Committee. I 
certainly think it is desirable that it 
should be allowed to finish its work and 
present its Report. I cannot understand 
the argument of the hon. Member for 
Mid Lanark in objecting to the reap- 
pointment of the Committee. He has 
endeavoured to draw a distinction be- 
tween British trade and British shipping. 
He says that an inquiry into British 
trade ought not to be extended to British 
shipping, but surely shipping is a branch 
of our trade and a very important branch. 
I quite agree with what has fallen trom 
the hon. Member for Aston Manor that, 
although in certain points there are 
distinctions between the mercantile 
interest and the shipping interest, the 
mercantile wishing to have freights as 
low, and the shipping to have freights as 
high, as possible. lf anything were to 
happen to the detriment of Sritish 
shipping it would not be an advantage 
but a loss and disadvantage to British 
trade. I honestly confess, and I am not 
ashamed to confess, that this inquiry 


‘should relate in the main to British 
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shipping, the branch of British trade 
which is immediately affected. I wish 
every Member of the House knew as 
we.l as | happen to know, coming from 
a great shipowning centre, how critical 
is the condition of British trade at the 
present moment. The eyes of the country 
have been directed to the recent com- 
bination. I merely refer to that as an 
illustration, which I think I may do 
without being out of order, of the critical 
condition of British trade at the present 
time. If we look at the tables prepared 
by the Board of Trade showing the com 
plete tonnage of shippingin th. carrying 
trade, distinguishing as they do between 
3ritish and foreign tonnage, we find 
that in the last five years the proportion 
of British tonnage in the earry.ng 
trade between the United Kingdom and 
foreizn countries and the colonies has 
decreased 10 per cent., while the foreign 
tonnage has increased 10 per cent. 
1 siy that that is a most alarming 
state o} things, and one that seriously 
attention. There is no doubt 
the bounty system is most injurious 


} 
aes Ty es 


that 


to our trade. 

‘Liucre is no necessity for me to go 
into details, because the subject has 
alreidy been mentioned, but 1 wish to 


state that the large bounties given ‘by 
foreign Governments, and especially the 
French Government, amount to 
£1,500,000 per annum, and | wish to 
refer to the danger, at the present 
time. of the hounties inereasing. It is 
the old story of the sugar bounties over 
again, certain terms being made against 
of British trade, and unless 
branch ean be protected against 
att.:k it is ruined. With regard to 
French bounties, the House may not 
know that in 1893 a law was passed 
giving large bounties to sailing ships. 
This year that law has been renewed, 
and the bounties are to be continued 
to: period of ten years, I want to 
explain to the House what effect that 
has upon our shipping trade. These 
bounties are given to ships engaged 


a braneh 
tha: 


in what is known as the long voyage 
trad», such as the trade to San Francisco. 


A ship of 3,000 tons starts with a bounty 

equal to £4,500 for the twelvemonth 

Which is occupied by the voyage to San 

Francisco and back. When a British 

ship arrives in San Francisco the rate 
Wr. Charles Me Arthur. 
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of freight is cut by the French ghiy 
because it can make a profit at the lowe; 
rate, while the British ship makes , 
loss. The entire working of the Frenei, 
ship is paid out of the bounty. Th. 
owners of our sailing ships are in this 
position at the present day, that the; 
do not know where to go to get ireights 
jt is proposed at the prisent time w 
advance to the foreigner shipowne 
halt the cost of a new vessel, which 
is to be paid back in twenty years, jn 
twenty annual instalments, without 
interest. There is a proposal also to 
pay part of the coal consumed if th]! 


ship is trading to Russian ports, and ;:§ el. 
is further proposed to pay the marin §(™ 
insurance on the ship to the extent off ler 
three fourths of the value at the trad 
ridiculously low rate of 2 per cent. That and 
shows the great danger that is looming a 

mey 


in the future, and the shipowners areg "* 
coming to the conclusion, and [| think Ho 
they are justified, that in some way or thin 
other, if some branches of our shipping§ ‘"” 
trade are not to be killed, we must find 
some means of defending 
against this untair method of attack. 

As long as there is a fair fieid and m 
favour our shipowners are _ perfectly] 
ready to meet competition, but they 
cannot meet the competition of  oreigil 
shipowners who are backed up by foreigil 
Governments, and I think the Britisi 
shipowner has a right to come to bi 


heer 
deb: 
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ourselves} 
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‘ 
own Government to ask for somethingl 
to be done to protect him. Do mn on 
allow our trade to be ruined befor a 
your eyes. There is only one thing that me 
can be done in the future if we canno wen 
get these foreign bounties removed, ang...) 
that is, we must for the time being mee hel 
bounty by bounty. I perfectly agre@ 
with what has fallen from the Chairmagl 
of this Committee that it would be q..., 
mistake for the Committees to take tof 4 
narrow a view of their instructions. | Bd 
is quite true that they have only be, , 
appointed— rest 
“To inquire into the subsides to steam subj 
companies and sailing vessels under forelg@ pret 
Governments, and ihe effect thereby produe 
on British trade.” #1 
But this question is so intimately co that 
nected with other questions to whiff the 
my hon. friend the Member for Astiff posi 
Manor alluded that it is impossible q mitt 
separate them. We find that when a! a 
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wreat question is alluded to it is im- 
possible to judge upon it without know- 
ng something about other questions 
with which it is connected. A.though 
{| should be sorry myself to see the 
vrms of the reference to the 
Committee enlarged, | agree with the 
Chairman ot the Committee that they 
should take an all round view, 
ud not be restricted absolutely to the 
gstructions. ‘The Committee have power 
see if an evil exists, but if they find 
that it does exist, they have no power 
» make recommendations to meet the 
ail. It seems to me that that is the 
rux of the question. I do not think 
there is any reason to doubt that our 
wade has suffered froin foreign subsidies, 
and [ think the Committee will tind some 
means of overcoming that difficulty, if 
they are not specially authorised by the 
House to make recommendations. — | 
think I may be permitted to glance at 
one or two questions which have alre ady 
been alluded to in the course of the 
It is possible that the Com- 
nittee might decide against making any 
recommendation in respect to bounties 
nshipping. I have already felt a great 
indisposition to ask bounties. I have 
always been a Free Trader, and I believe 
in Free Trade, but you may work Free 
Trade to death. 


debate. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! It 
would not be in order to discuss our com- 
mercial policy on this Motion. The 
proposal before the House is that a 
Committee should be appointed to in- 
ire into the effeet preduced on British 


trade by the granting of subsidies to 
foreign steamship companies. 
Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR: There 


are other ways in which the Committee 
might ultimately find it possible to do 
something for shipping. One way is 
to relieve shipping from some of the 


restrictions to which it is at present 
subject. The present system is to give 


preference to the foreigner. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: [ must say again 
that it would not be in order for 
the hon. Member to diseuss the whole 


position of British shipping. The Com- 
mittee is specially to inquire into the 
elect of foreign subsidies, and to go into 
all the remedies that might be suggested 
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for the amelioration of the portion of 
British shipping would be outside the 
scope of the proposal. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR: I will 
only say in conclusion that I am sure the 
House will feel that our mercantile marine 
ought not lightly to be tampered with. 
It is indispensable for the safety and pro- 
sperity of the country. We owe our 
Empire and our world wide fame to the 
colonial mercantile marine and our nay y. 
We havein our mercantile m 
on which we can fall back. 
a disastrous thing for this 


marine a reserve 
It would be 
country if 


anything happe ned to impair the pros- 
perity of the mercantile marine. | hope 
the Committee will be able before very 


long to present a Report, but I believe the 
position of our mercantile marine is so 
critical at the present time that we ought 
not to wait for any Report of any Com- 
mittee. I believe it is not a matter for 
a Committee, but for prompt and enerzetic 
action on the part of the Government. 


(10.10.) Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: 
I think, from the tone of the speeches 
deli vered on this subject from the 
various s} hipow ners who have spoken, that 
they are getting into a state of terro’. | 
am afraid they are getting alarme for 
themselves, but I do not think the i 
owners of Great Britain have yet con to 
the point when they are going to coin: to 
the Government hat in hand and a:k for 
subsidies. It is true that the Committee 
who are sitting are doing their ery 
best to find out 5 the « causes ot the present 
situation, but they have not yet given 
their Report. I have no doubt that in 
the Report they will go into the whole 
question of foreign subsidies, and [ have no 
doubt that the question whether it would 
be advisable or not to give subsidies to 


British shipping will be thoroughly 
thrashed out. I think, therefore, it 
would be better to wait until the (om- 


mittee has given its Report before we 
ery ‘“Peceavi.” I have every faith in 
the Committee, although I should iave 


liked to see more business men upor it. 


I say so without any reflection upon 
the Members who are upon it. The tion. 
Member for West Hull alluded to the 


Morgan syndicate purchasing the White 
Star boats. [ am afraid the ghost of 
that syndicate haunts shipowners night 
and day. It is all a storm in a teacup. 
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We can lick the Morgan syndicate easily. 
We could build the boats for speed or 
anything else, and we can run the 
Morgan syndicate or any syndicate off 
the face of the water. I do not like to 
see our shipowners losing heart. What 
we have to do if we find the shipping 
trade of this country declining is very 


simple. Let British goods be carried 
in British bottoms and nothing else. 


| Ministerial cheers.| Yes, 1 am very 
glad that meets with the approval of 
hon. Members on the other side of the 
House, and also of the gallant Admiral 
whom I am glad to see sitting there. 
I personally deprecate all the sorrowful 
tone our shipowners are assuming at 
this period of our history. I have much 
pleasure in supporting the proposal for 
the appointment of the Committee, but 
[ would like to see some more pro- 
nounced business men appointed. [f I 
am in order I would nominate a gentle- 
man or two. 


*\In. SPEAKER: This is a Motion for 

the appointment of a Committee. — If 
the Motion is earried, then will come 
the time to nominate Members. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: I am very 
much obliged to you, Mr. Speaker. I 
think these are questions which we should 
not approach in terror. We have not 
lost our British nerve or pluck yet. 
There were only three or four good ships 
amongst those acquired by the Morgan 
syndicate, and British shipowners need 
not be lugubrious over what is being 
done. 


(10.19.) Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
I think I may appeal to the House 
to bring this discussion now to a close. 
The debate has ranged over a great 
number of topics, from the question 
of paying subsidies to British shipping 
to the re-enactment of the navigation 
laws. I do not think this is an occasion 
for the discussion of so wide a range 
of topics. The question before the 
House is an extremely simple one. It is 
whether we should reappoint the Com- 
mittee which was appointed last year, 
and which—if I may judge from what 
fell from the hon. Member from 


of the evidence which it would require to 
take before reporting tothe House. The 


Mr I] Wliam Allun. 
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one argument which has been urged 
against the reappointment of the Com. 
mittee is that advanced by the hon, 
Member for Mid Lanark, that it exceede 
its reference in the evidence which it 
took last year. What remedy does the 
hon. Member for Mid Lanark propose } 
That if the Committee were reappointed 
it should be reappointed with a larger 
reference! I think those who listened to 
the hon. Member for Aston Manor yill 
not have carried away the idea that the 
Committee is likely to interpret its refer. 
ence too narrowly. At the same time, it 
is quite another thing to enlarge the 
reference, and to require the Committee 
to inquire into the additional points which 
an enlarged reference would include. 
that were done, it would be ab-olutely 
impossible for the Committee to report 
during the current session. The ques 
tion before the House, then, is really 
this:—-In the first place, should this 
Committee be reappointed or not! and 
on that point no one but the hon. 
Member for Mid Lanark has any doubt. 
The second point is the extension of 
the reference; and as to that I car 
only say that, after what has falen from 
the Chairman of the Committee, there 
is no necessity for any such extension. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB(Great Yarmouth 
said he wished to point out that the terms 
of the reference this year were not iden 
tical with those of last year. Two 
important words had been lett out. Last 
year a Select Committee was appointed 
to inquire into “‘ the system of subsidies. 
This year it was appointed to inquire 
into the question of ‘the subsidies.” 
He presumed that this was a clerical 
error, and could easily be amended, but 
he thought it was important. He con- 
sidered it was a great misfortune that 
the reappointment of the Committee 
should have been so long delayed ; and 
he thought the sooner it got to work the 
better. He took a very serious view of 
the outlook for shipping, and also in 
regard to the question of the protection 

_of commerce in time of war; but his 
present point was, that the sooner the 
Committee got to work and completed it 
the better. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York 


shire, W. R., Shipley) said that the hon. 
| Member for Mid Lanark appeared to 


Aston | 
Manor—has probably taken two-thirds , 
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oppose the re-appointment of the Com- 
nittee on the ground that last session they 
had exceeded the scope of the reference to 
them ; but the hon. Gentleman did not 
jute, in his hearing, a single question 
or answer Which had the effect of proving 
that the Committee had exceeded their 
reference. He ventured to submit that 
the reference was so wide that it would 
je practically impossible for the Com- 
nittee to go beyond it, seeing that it 
yas to inquire into the effect produced 
on British trade by foreign subsidies. 
Xow if that were the case there was 
nothin, in his view, connected with 
British trade which would not fairly 
come within the scope of those words in 
the reference. Something had been said 
by an hon. Member on the question of 
light dues, but he ventured to think 
that there were other matters than that 
which bore more heavily on ship owners. 
There was, for instance, the question of 
the load line. They knew that the 
British ships had to have a load line 
tainted on their sides, and these ships 
wuld not be loaded to immerse them 
below that load line. They also knew 
that foreign ships had no such obligation 
them. The result was that vessels 
had been built under the British 
fay and had been sailed at a loss by 
british owners on account of the load 
line, had been sold to foreigners and that 
these same vessels come back to British 
ports and were allowed to sail away 
therefrom with excessive cargoes. This 
vorked enormous disadvantage to British 
Similarly, foreign ships coming 
into British ports were not under the 
ame obligations as British ships as to 
the number of passengers they could 
arry and as to the various restrictions 
ior the safety of passengers. The result 
was that foreign vessels came into South- 
ampton and took on board a much larger 
umber of passengers than British ships 
would be permitted to carry. The hon. 
Memberforthe Exchange Division of Liver- 
wool had pointed out that these conditions 
lad been so extremely onerous that there 
were few spheresin which British shipscould 
obtain freight which would enable them to 
pay their way. His hon. friend the Member 
ior the Exchange Division had suggested 
that the only way to deal with this ques- 
tion was to meet bounty with bounty. 
He would not enter into that 


that 


owners, 
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bers opposite how they were going to| 
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deal with this matter, and the effect 
which subsidies had in assisting foreign 
shipping. Like the hon. Member, 
he was a Free Trader, and was 
heartily opposed to bounties of every 
sort and kind; but he failed to see how 
the difficulty was to be got over unless 
some means were pointed out for the 
consideration and approval of the House 
which would equalise the conditions under 
which British and foreign shipowners 
conducted their business. Speaking 
with some knowledge of the subject he 
most earnestly commended to the House 
the speedy re-appointment of the Com- 
mittee, and he was sure the House would 
not find fault with them if they took the 
widest view of the scope of the reference, 
and fully inquired into this great national 
question. 


(10.35.) Mr. RENWICK (Neweastle 
on-T'yne) said that while he fully sympa- 
thised with the right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Board of Trade in his 
desire to curtail the debate, he would 
just like to point out to the House why 
he thought it was absolutely necessary 
that they ought to be allowed some lati- 
tude in discussing this question. Not 
an atom of evidence had been taken by 
the Committee since the month of August 
last, and although nearly two-thirds of 
the session had gone, there seemed to be 
the greatest desire to burke discussion 
with regard to the re-appointment of the 
Committee. It was the duty of the 
Government to face the facts which were 
patent to the whole country, and if this 
Committee was not able to inquire into 
the whole of this most important question, 
a Committee which had that power should 
be appointed. They were face to face 
with one of the most momentous crisises 
in the shipping trade of this country. 
The hon. Member for Gateshead had 
told them that they must not get into a 
state of alarm; he deprecated the desire 
to jgive bounties; but then he went on 
to make the most extraordinary statement 
ever made in the House, that British goods 
should be carried in British bottoms. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN said he 
had not said that. What he had said was 
that that might be a possible arrangement. 

Mr. RENWICK ventured to maintain 
that that would be a possible disarrange- 
ment, because he believed it would be im- 
possible to discover whether the goods 
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belonged to British subjects or to foreign 
subjects. The large liners seemed almost 
to monopolise the attention of the Com- 
mittee, but what were called the tramp 
owners who, he believed, represented 70 
or 80 per cent. of the whole tonnage of 
the country, were entitled to consideration 
equally with the liners. He ventured to 
appeal to the Government to meet this 
whole subject boldly when they were 
about it, and if the Committee was too 
limited in its reference, the Government 
should move for the appointment of a 
Committee to go into the whole question. 
He maintained that if there had been a 
Minister, as there ought to have been, 
specially appointed to look after shipping, 
trade, and commerce, there would have 
been a different state of things with 
regard to this matter. 


Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) said he 
would like to tell the House what in fact 
the Committee, of which he was amember, 
had done last session. The view which 
the hon. Member for Mid Lanark had 
given of the proceedings of the Committee 
was the strangest travesty he had ever 
heard. He had been present at every 
meeting of the Committee, and had read 
through the notes of its proceedings twice 
since it met last session, and he could say 
with the utmost confidence that the 
Committee was in no sense a shipowners 
Committee, or one in the interests of 
shipowners. Further, as a man with 
practical knowledge of business, and with 
some experience in conducting inquiries, 
lie maintained that the inquiry could not 
have been conducted more clearly and 
closely with regard to the terms of the 


reference than it had been conducted 
bv his hon. friend the Member for 
Aston Manor. That hon. Gentleman 


had insisted that the Committee should 
not go beyond the reference, which was 
as to the effect of foreign subsidies on our 
own trade; but it would have been idle 
if the Committee had rejected what was 
told them by experienced men of the effect 
heing produced by these foreign subsidies. 
As to the suggestion that the Committee 
was an instrument of the shipowners, he 
would point out that a considerable 
majority of the members had no interest in 
shipowning. Then it had been said that 
the inquiry was not confined to trade ; but 
the only latitude the Chairman allowed 
them was to regard the carrying trade as 
part of the trade of the country. He had 


Mr. Renwick. 
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been amazed to hear hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, posing as business men, speaking 
of the trade of this country as though it 
did not include the carrying trade. The 
expor. trade of Japan had grown during 
the last twenty years from £10,000,000 a 
year to £45,000,000 a year, and a very 
large proportion of the increase had gone 
to foreign countries—that was, had heen 
carried in foreign bottoms—as a  jrect 
result of thesubsidies which had heen eiven 
by foreign Governments, especially French, 


German and American. The British 
Consul at Yokohama said before the 
Committee — 


“Tt looks as if the day were not far distant 
when Germany and Japan wil! do the whole 
of the carrying trade beuween Japan and this 
country. 


Twenty years ago British ships had 
almost the monoply of that trade. The 
same thing might be said of the Straits 
Settlement Trade, and the Bombay trade; 
and the manner in which this in juiry 
hegan was the connection between the 
depression of the trade of the East 
African settlements and our own colonies, 
and the introduction of subsidised lines 
by Continental States. The Committee 
had dealt in the same manner with the 
East Indian, the China, the Japan, and 
the Australian trade. He could not 
understand how the Committee could 
have dealt in a more business-like manner 
with the question raised in the reference. 
If some business man wanted to take a 
place. on the Committee it was open to 
him, but so fav as the Committee at large 
was concerned they, under the Chairman- 
ship of the hon. Member for Aston Manor. 
had at any rate done their very best. 


Mr. DAVID MACIVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) said that this inquiry was especi- 
ally important to the owners of sailing 
ships, because the subsidies given by foreign 
countries, especially by France, were large- 
ly clearing out British sailing ships. It was 
greatly to the interest of this country 
that our sailing fleet should be main- 
tained. Only the other day he had madea 
short voyage, and he was very much 
struck with the fact that the only sailing 
vessels they passed were magnificent 
French four-masted sailing ships. He 
himself was not an owner of sailing ships, 
but he would say that the position of the 
owners of British sailing sbips was de 
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plorable by reason of the subsidies 


eranted by foreign countries. 


was one, disliked subsidies, whether 
foreign or British. This was not the 
oecasion on which to discuss the American 
combination, but he wished very briefly 
to reply to the remarks of the hon. 
Member for Gateshead. If it were only 
a matter of purchase of White Star ships, 
the country need not be afraid; it had 
other ships and plenty of shipowners ; 
but the real danger of the combination 
was not the ships that were purchased 
but the trade that was purchased. He 
hoped on some future occasion to make it 
clear and emphatic that that was a very 
real danger indeed, and a very serious 
British commerce. ‘The 
question was to keep the British carrying 
trade as far as possible in British ships. 
At present, however, he would confine 
himself to the expression of a wish that 
the Commitiee should be reappointed, and 
of regret that that should have been 
delayed by the action of the hon. Member 
for Mid Lanark. 


blow to 


Question put and agreed to. 


Ordered, That a Select Committee be 
appointed to inquire into the subsidies to 
steamship companies and sailing vessels 
under Foreign governments, and the 
effect thereby produced on British trade. 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. 

(10.47.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The 
Committee which I ask the House to 
appoint is the Committee which I promised 
when introducing thenew Standing Orders. 
Ido not think it necessary that 1 should | 
now say anything at length on the sub- 
ject. It was feared by some hon. 
Members that the new Rule altering the 
time of private business to nine o'clock 
would militate against its proper conduct. 
I hope, indeed, that that is not true, but 
I think it might be desirable that there 
should be a Committee to consider the 
question. There are larger questions 
connected with private Bill procedure not 
touched on by this Motion, but these, 
I think, can only be dealt with by a Joint | 
Committee of Lords and Commons. It | 
is only a Committee of Lords and | 
that can really recommend | 
what general change should be made in | 


VOL. CVHI. [FouRTH SieKLES. | 


| 
| 


Commons 


The | 


owners of tramp steamers, of whom he | 


real | 
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| the system common to both Houses of 
dealing with this branch of our work. 
All that is proposed now is to ask this 
| Committee to consider whether that part 
| of private Bill procedure which is special 
| to this House ought or ought not to be 
modified by any change in our Standing 
Orders. There are questions connected 
with the period in which fees should be 
exacted, the amount of the fees, and the 
stages which Bills have to go through 
which should be considered by this House. 
Larger questions affecting private Bill 
business should be discussed in common 
between the two Houses. The reference 


is whether in view of the change 
‘in the time at which private busi- 
ness is taken under there solution of 


the Ist of May, 1902, any alterations in 
Standing Orders are desirable in the 
interests of economy, efficiency, and 
general convenience. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a Select Committee be appointed 
to inquire whether, in view of the change 
in the time at which Private Business 
is taken under the Resolution of Ist 
May, 1902, any alterations in Standing 
Orders are desirable in the interests of 
economy, efficiency, and general 
venience. —( Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


con- 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
[ think the right non. Gentleman has 
left the House in considerable doubt, or 
with lack of information, as to what is 
the purpose of this Committee. In the 
first place, it is not to inquire into the 
large question of how private business 
is to be dealt with as a whole. The 


| Scotch Private bill Procedure Act which 


was passed a few years ago, and which 
has worked extremely well, has given 
us a certain amount of experience in 
approaching the large question of private 
business generally. But that is not the 
object of the inquiry now proposed. 


| We have already fixed and determined 


that private business is to be taken at 
nine o'clock. What, therefore, is the 
Committee to inquire into? I am not 
speaking in any captious spirit, because | 
am very anxious to see a better arrange- 
ment of private business, and I have 
frequently given free expression to the 
sentiment created by the hideous dis- 
comfort and disarrangement of our busi- 
ness by private Bill business which we 
witnessed last session and the session 


2K 
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before. So far, we are all agreed. The 
right hon. Gentleman spoke about  in- 
quiring into the period in which fees 
should be exacted. But that is surely 
a small matter to appoint a Select Com- 
mittee to inquire into, and | think the 
House is entitled to a little more infor- 
mation. The Committee is not to in- 
quire into the question of preserving the 
proper control of the House over private 
business, and yet relieving it from the 
burden of tedious investigation which 
has been found so inconvenient of late 
years. It is also assumed that private 
business shall always be taken at nine 
o'clock. That is a fixed and irrevocable 
Rule, for the moment, at any rate. What 
else is there to inquire into ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May I inter- 
rupt the right hon. Gentleman? There 
is really no more information to give 
except this. The House has assented to 
altering the time of private business from 
three o'clock to nine o'clock. It has been 
suggested that this is a serious biow at 
the mode of conducting private business. 
I have always hoped, and still hope and 
helieve, that that is not the case, but, at 
all events, 1 quite agree that it may be 
worth while that the House of Commons 
should inquire whether the change of 
hours requires any corresponding and 
correlated chaige in our Standing Orders. 
If the House is completely satistied that 
we can deal successfully with private 


business at nine o'clock, without any 
further alteration, I should be the 
last to complain. Critics, however, 


have said that we require further altera 
tions to make the system work, but if 
it is already clear that no change in our 
Standing Orders is necessary, then I 
agree with the right hon. Gentleman 
that all we have to do is to appoint that 
larger Committee to inquire into the 
general question of private business. I 
apologise for interrupting the right 
hon. Gentleman. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I an much obliged to the right hon. 
Gentleman. I think, however, he is 
under some misapprehension when he 
says that the objection expressed to 
taking private business at nine o'clock 
was that it would damage the interests 
of private business. Our objection was 
that it would throw the rest of the 

Sir H. Camplu li-Bannerman. 
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business of the House into confusion, 
and it would occupy an evening sitting 
which ought to be otherwise employed. 
Moreover, the nine o'clock Rule has only 
just come into operation, and I do not 
see what experience can be drawn from 
its working to guide the Committee as 
to the changes thet should be made. 
I still tail to see, with no desire to present 
the appointment of the Committee. 
what its particular function is to be. 


*(10.56.) Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) 
said he agreed with the right hon, 
Gentleman. He thought that the general 
sense of the House with reference to the 
change of the time of private business 
was that the inconvenience would be 
ra her to public than to private business. 
That was the view which he himself had 
more than once presented to the House, 
and he also pointed out that the true 
remedy was to make opposed private 
business the first order on some one 
morning or evening sitting of each week. 
The right hon. Gentleman had made that 


‘impossible by the change in the Standing 


Orders, and the House was now abso- 
lutely committed to the present system 
of conducting private business. He 
thought that the House in the cireum- 
stances was entitled to receive from the 
right hon. Gentleman, who solemnly 
moved that a Committee should be 
appointed to consider whether any altera- 
tionsin the Standing Orders were 
desirable in the interests of 
efficiency, and general convenience, a 
statement of the possible changes which 
were to be open ior consideration. The 
right hon. Gentleman threw out only 
one suggestion with reference to fees, 
but nothing in the time in which private 
business was to betaken had any relation 
to the question of fees. He was, there 
fore, utterly at a loss to undersiand 
what was the character of the investiga- 
tion the House was asked to embark on. 
He did not know that any change was now 
possible which would make greatly tor 
economy, efficiency, and general convent- 
ence, and as far as he could see the great 
change which might have produced 
economy, convenience, and efficiency «i 
conduct was a change which the right hon. 
Gentleman had rendered impossi!le by 
the adoption of the new Standing (Orders. 
He said this, of course, eliminating thos 
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larger issues of great consequence which 
it was understood were not embraced in 
the reference. He thought the House 
was entitled to receive from its Leader, 
when invited to appoint a Select Com- 
mittee, some reasonable explanation of 
the functions which the Committee was 
to discharge. 


Mr. RENSHAW (Warwickshire, W.) 
said he agreed with his right hon. friend 
in his view, which was also shared by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition, that the question of private 
husiness, in its wider aspects, needed to be 
dealt with by a joint Committee of the 
two Houses, and that it was desirable 
that as early as possible a Committee of 
that sort should be appointed. He did 
not, however, believe that at this period 
of the session it would be possible to set 
up such a Committee to inquire into such 
a large question and to report before the 
end of the session. The question now 
before the House was the appointment 
of the Select Committee to inquire into 
the effect of the present Sessional: Orders, 
which he hoped would soon be Standing 
Orders, on private Bill legislation. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition challenged his right hon. 
fnend to say upon what particular point 
such an inquiry was needed. His right 
hon. friend referred to the question of 
fees, which had been brought forward 
on more than one occasion; but there 
was another question which ought also 
to be inquired into by the Select 
Committee, and that was whether or not 
it was desirable to alter the method in 
which the House dealt with the various 
stages of private Bills. That was a 
matter which he assumed would come 
under the consideration of the proposed 
Committee. He ventured to make an 
appeal to his right hon. friend with 
reference to the actual language of the 
Motion. He had put an Amendment on 
the Paper—to omit the words “in view 
of,” in order to substitute “subject to.” 
It seemed to him that the language of 
the Motion indicated that the changes 
which were to be considered by the 
Committee were consequent upon the 
alteration in the time at which private 
business was taken. He did not think 
that was the intention of the right hon. 
Gentleman, and he, therefore, begged to 
move his Amendment. 
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Amendment proposed, in line 2, to leave 
out the words “in view of” and insert 
the words “subject to.”—(Mr. Renshaw.)! 


(11.10.) Mr. T. M. HEALY said he 
thought the House had some reason to com- 
plain that the proceedings of the 1888 Com- 
mittee had not beenreferred to by the right 
hon. Gentleman. It was unfortunate that 
there were only two copies of the pro- 
ceedings of that Committee available, 
and he was informed by the librarian 
that they were both on the Treasury 
Bench, to which he had no means of 
access. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the Amendment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Perhaps the 
Government will hand us over one of 
the copies. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My _ hon. 
friend’s Amendment is a drafting Amend- 
ment. I think his words are better than 
mine, and I am prepared to accept them. 


Mr. DILLON said that, as far as he 
could understand, the reference made it 
impossible for the Committee to consider 
some things which they ought to be free 
to consider. The reference on the Paper 
only referred to the change in the time 
at which private business was taken. 
That meant, he took it, that it would be 
open to the Committee to consider how 
the conduct of private bill business was 
affected by the House meeting at two 
o'clock instead of at three o'clock. That 
wasa matter of vital importance, and, if 
the Committee were appointed at all, it 
ought to be able to consider that question. 
He held a very strong view on the 
matter, as he believed that the change 
in the time of the meeting of the House 
would affect Private Bill Committees to 
a very serious extent indeed, and would 
put a strain on Members serving on such 
Committees which would be absolutely 
intolerable. Therefore, he thought it 
was a very lame thing to appoint a Com- 
mittee on private Bill business, and tie 
it up so closely that it could not consider 
the question of the time of the meeting 
of the House. The Amendment would, 
in his opinion, prevent the Committee 
from considering that matter, as the 
Committee would not be able to take 
| into consideration the desirability of any 
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alteration in the Rules, as they would 
have to conduct their inquiry subject to 
the Rules as they stood at present. He 
did not think that was desirable. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES | said he 
thought the hon. Member for East Mayo 
was quite correct in his interpretation 
of the Amendment, which would distinetly 
limit the reterence to the Committee. 
At present, the Motion allowed the 
Committee to suggest alterations in the 
Standing Orders in view of the altera- 
tions already made, but if the Amend- 
ment were inserted they would not have 
that power. His right hon. friend 
was no doubt aware of the extremely 
anomalous position of Wednesdays under 
the new Rules, There were four different 
kinds of Wednesdays. 


*\IR. SPEAKER : Order, order! The 
hon. Member is not speaking to the 
Amendment before the House. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he was 
merely giving an illustration of a matter 
which he thought the Committee ought 
to be allowed to inquire into. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Amendment 
before the House is to insert the words 
“subject to.” 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said his con- 
tention was that the words “ subject to” 
would limit the scope of the Committee. 
There were four different kinds of 
Wednesdays. On one, opposed private | 
business could not be taken after 10.15. 
That might appear to the Committee | 
to be very inconvenient, and they | 
ought to have power to consider it. He, 


therefore, thought it would be very 
unfortunate if the Amendment were 
adopted. After all, his right hon. 


friend should remember that he need 
not be bound by the Report of the 
Committee. In the circumstances, he 
would suggest to his hon. friend the 
desirability of withdrawing his Amend- 
ment. 


| 


*Mr. BLAKE said his view of the | 
Amendment was that it enlarged the | 
reference to the Committee. If the 
words ‘“‘subject to” were inserted, the 
whole range of Standing Orders would 


be open to consideration, and not merely 
Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 
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the change in the time of private Bill 
business. Any alterations which the 
Committee might recommend need not 
in that view be limited to private Bill 
business, as long as they were in the 
interests of economy, efficiency, and 
general convenience. 


CoLtoneL LUCAS (Suffolk, Lowestoft) 
asked if the question of carrying over 
private Bills from one session to another 
would be included in the reference. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am in favour of the Amendment. The 
Committee is to be appointed to inquire 
whether, in view ot the change in the 
time when private Bill business is taken, 
any alterations are desirable; and these 
alterations, we are told, have reference to 
fees. What on earth have fees to do 
with the matter? It is said that if.we 
put in the words *‘ subject to” we re- 
strict the inquiry. I do not see that. 
I remain in the same degree of ignorance 
as to the precise purpose for which the 
Committee is to be appointed, but, if it 
isto be appointed, I think the words 
“subject to”? are better than ‘in view 


of. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 
(Sussex, Horsham) said that, whatever 
form of words were inserted, the inquiry 
would be limited to private business. As 
yet, the House had had no experience of 
the, work of the new Standing Orders, 
but it seemed to him that one of their 
effects would be that private business 
would be likely to disappear from the 
control of the House. Surely the 
question of fees was not the only one 
which should be inquired into. For 


‘himself, he should prefer to see the 


larger question dealt with. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must confine himself to 
the Amendment before the House. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Main Question, as amended, again pro- 


| posed. 


(11.25.) Mr. T. M. HEALY said that the 
postponement of the Budget had given 
hon. Members a very agreeable day, because 
it was quite clear that the Government did 
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not intend to go on with any business at 
all. There had been a long Irish debate 
during the afternoon, but the conduct of 
the Government was most placid and ad- 
mirable, and there was not even a sugges- 
tion of the closure. Now they were 
engaged in discussing a Motion which was 
not intended to lead anywhere or do any- 
thing. It, however, presented to the 
House the First Lord of the Treasury in 
one of his lighter and earlier moods, be- 
fore the trammels of real responsibility 
fell upon him. ‘The right hon. Gentleman 
dashed into the question before the House 
without the remotest intention that a 
Select Committee should ever beappointed. 
[It was one of the means the Cabinet had 
of killing time, until they could make up 
their minds whether the bread tax was to 
be imposed or nor. Having cast their 
breal upon the waters, he trusted right 
hon. Gentlemen would not complain if 
private Members addressed themselves to 
the question of private Bill legislation in 
a serious spirit, and considered it from 
a legislative point of view. From his 
standpoint, nothing was more admirable 
than the way in which the House of Com- 
mons conducted its private Bill legislation. 
He did not see that it was less important 
to consider a Stoke Poges Gas Bill—if it 
had any gas —when “the curfew tolls the 
knell of parting day,” than to consider 
whether the natives of India should have 
waist cloths or pocket handkerchiefs. 
Private business was of more importance 
to the country than all the great Im- 
perial talk which had been heard during 
the last few years. Hecould not undér- 
stand why any Englishman, seeing the ad- 
mirable manner in which private business 
was conducted, should desire to make any 
change whatever, but when a change was 
proposed it was remarkable that no 
reference was made to the recommenda- 
tions of the Committee of 1888. The 
private business of the House of Commons 
was conducted by one of the best Chair- 
menit had ever had. In the same way, 
private business in the House of Lords 
was admirably conducted by Lord 
Morley ; what was wanted was some 
codification or co-ordination of the Stand- 
ing Orders. If that could be done, he did 
not think that there could be a more ad- 
mirable system than the present system, 
with the sole exception of the question of 
fees. The House made a profit of some- 


thing like £40,000 a year in fees. He. 
really thought that fees ought to be | 
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abolished. Thev were an unjust imposi- 
tion on people who could not very well 
afford them, and they prevented people 
coming to the House for private Bills. In 
1888 two Committees were appointed 

one on public procedure, and the other 
on private Bill procedure. He had 
the misfortune to sit on both, and, 


although some changes were made 
in public procedure, the — vast 


mass of the proposals with reference to 
private Bill procedure made by a most 
competent tribunal—if he might say so 
as regarded every Member of it except 
himself—remained absolutely untouched, 
although during the intervening fourteen 
years a Conservative administration was 
in power except for three years. It was, 
therefore, remarkable that the right 
hon. Gentleman should have made his 
proposal tonight without any effort 
being made to carry out any one of the 
proposals of fourteen years ago. tle 
thought the appointment of the Com- 
mittee would be futile, as the matter 
could only be considered aiter they had 
a little experience of the present inethod 
of conducting private Bill business. On 
the previous night he thought it was an 
advantage that the Bill with reference to 
the Richmond Hill view should have 
been considered in the evening, when 
Members were not impatient for ques- 
tions or other business. The Committee 
of 1888 consisted of six Members of the 
House of Lords and six Members of the 
House of Commons, and every person 
connected with private Bil! business was 
examined before it. Nota shadow of a 
change had been attempted as the result 
of its recommendations, and now the 
First Lord of the Treasury, like the child 
of nature he was, made his proposal as if 
really the world never existed until 1902. 
It appeared to him that they were simply 
wasting time, and Members ought not 
to be asked to engage in an inquiry such 
as was proposed until the Government 
took steps to carry out proposals which, 
if they were not of age, were at least 
fourteen years old. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that, like 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition, he had a difficulty in 
seeing what was the precise purpose 
for which the Committee was to be 
appointed. He did not think it was a 
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question of fees. He himself did not 
consider that the provision for private 
business was quite sufficient; and he 
imagined that one of the principal 
matters which the Committee would 
consider was whether some further time 
was not required for it. The reference 
was very vague; but ,if that were the 
object of the Committee, he thought it 
was a very laudable one, and one which 
ought to be encouraged. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Ordered, That a Select Committee be 
appointed to inquire whether, subject to 
the change in the time at which private 
business is taken under the Resolution 
of Ist May, 1902, any alterations in 
Standing Orders are desirable in the 
interest: of economy, efficiency, and 
general convenience. 


NATIONAL EXPENDITURE. 
Ordered, That a Select Committee be 
appointed to inquire whether any plan 
can be advantageously adopted for en- 
abling the House, by Select Committee 
or otherwise, more effectively to make 
an examination, not involving criticisms 
of policy, into the details of national 

expenditure.—(Mr. 4. J. Balfour.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: May I move that 
the British Constitution be referred to a 
Select Committee ? 


LOAN BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 

(Mr. JEFFREYs, Hampshire, N., in the 
Chair. ) 

Clause 1 : 

(11.34.) Mr. DILLON moved to reduce 
the amount of the loan from £32,000,000 


to £25,000,000. This would still leave the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer a margin of 


£5,000,000 over and above the total Esti- | 
That was more than ' 


mates of the year. 
sufficient for all purposes of sound finance. 
If, owing to the misconduct of the Govern- 
ment, the present peace negotiations 
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broke down, and the war had to be con- 
tinued, it would be extremely wholesome 
and desirable that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer should be obliged to come to 
the House for an additional loan before 
the end of the present session. The 
House in that way would not part with 
its control over the conduct of the war at 
so critical a time as the present, as it 
would do by giving the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer a sufficient margin to carry on 
the war to the end of the year. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In line 16, to leave out the words ‘ thirty- 
two, and insert the words ‘twenty-five.’”— 


(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘thirty-two’ stand part of the Clause.” 


*TyueE CHANCELLOR or THe EXCHE- 
QU ER (Sir M. Hicks Bracu, Bristol, W.): 
It may be right or it may be wrong that the 
House should sanction this Bill ; but it is 
impossible, I think, for it to agree to this 
Amendment. The House has already, by 
Resolution and by passing the Second 
Reading of the Bill, assented to the loan 
being issued. The loan has been issued, 
and the money has been borrowed ; 
therefore, it is absolutely impossible 
that the amount of the loan should be 
diminished. If the House should decline, 
on the Third Reading of the Bill, to 
assent to the loan altogether, we should 
change our side of the House. but the 
loan would still have been issued, and the 
country would still be liable for it. I do 
not think the anticipations of the hon. 
Member with regard to the use of the 
money can possibly come true, because, 
the money having been borrowed, it will 
be available to pay off floating debt to the 
extent to which it is not required for 
other purposes. I hope, therefore, he 
will not put the House to the trouble of 
dividing on the Amendment. 


(11.58.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 17+; 
Noes, 43. (Division List No. 183.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Arkwright, John Stanhope 
| Arnold-Forster. Hugh O. 
| Arrol, Sir William 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 


Mr. Gibson Bowtes. 


| Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 
| Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
| Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
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Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Baliour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt Hn. Sir MichaelHicks 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William 
Biyuold, Arthur 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bo-cawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Jutcher, Joha George 
Caidwell, James 
Cariile, gg Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hou. Sir Edw. H. 
Caatley, Heary Strother 
Cavenaish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Coe "4 Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Lord Hush (Greenwich) 

‘unthohalad Rameat at 
Chapman, Edward 
Chacringion, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
: ovhill, Douglas Harry 

‘oven, Benjamin Louis 
Culling, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Coio aE sie Johmt ‘h arlesReady 
Corbets, A. Cameron (Glas,zow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cr: anita ne, Viscount 

Daik er Earl of 

Denny, Colonel 
ait 3 a 
Dickson, Charles Seort 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doast ity, (reorge 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyk-, Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart 
Eubank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants., W. 
Falher, George Denison (York) 
Farcell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergus-on, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane'r 
Fielien, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edwaru Algernon 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E.) 
Blak», Edward 

Boland, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, §.) 
Channing, Franeis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cre. n Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 

Dill n, Joon 

Doogan, P. C. 

Firench, Peter 


Flynn, ay Christopher 
Gilhooly, J 
Goddard, 


ames 
Daniel Ford 





{28 May 1902} 


Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhitipS.( Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gretton, John 
Groves, James Grimble 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thounas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnU’rdG(Midd’x 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hope,J.F (Shettield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Ceeil 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jotnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jone, William (Carnarvonshire 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Jo-eph 
Leigh-Bennet', Henry Currie 
Leng, Sir John 
Leve-on-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Loder, 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alired 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M'Crae, George 
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| Nieol, Donald Ninian 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Partington, Oswald 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Platt- Higgins. Frederick 

P lummer, “Walter K. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


| Raseh, Major Frederic Carne 


| Rickett, 


| Round, 


| Thomson, F. 


Gerala Walter Erskine | 


M‘Killop, Jam+s(Stirlingshire) | 


Majenhe, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W..J.H(Dumfriessh. ) 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon..J.Scott(Hants. ) 
Moon, Edwari Robert Pacy 


Morgan, DavidJ.(Walth’mstow , 


Morrell, George Herbert 


Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptford | 


Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charl-s J. (Coventry) 
NOES. 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hope, Jolin Deans (Fife, West) 
Joyce, Michael 

Levy, Maurice 

MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MaeVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arihur Basil 
Mooney, Jobn J. 

Nannetti, Jo-eph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O'Brien, Kencal(Tipp’rary Mid 


Reid, James (Greenoe|) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

J. Compton 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shefiield) 
Ropuer, Colonel Robert 
James 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Smith, HC( North’ mo. Tyneside 
Stanley, ‘a (Lanes. ) 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord KE. (Chichester) 
Thomas, David Alfied( Merthyr 
Thomas, J A(G 7 ae Gower 
. (York, W.R.) 
Thornton, a. M. 
Towlinson, Wm. E:diw. 
Toulmin, George 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vineent,CLSirC. E. H.(Shettield 
Walker, Col. Willhtam Hall 
Wanklyn, James Le-lie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,Joha Catheart (Orkney 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Weir, Janes Galloway 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E.(Notts. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Woreesterst.N. ) 
Wilson: Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Kr. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 


Murray 






Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Brien, 6 ge i (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, & (Tipperary, N.) 
oO'¢ ota (Wicklow, W.) 
Malley, William 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond.John E. (Waterford) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sullivan, Donal 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 





Adjournment of 
Clause agreed to. 
Clause 2 agreed to. 


Biil reported, without Amendment ; to 
be read the third time upon Monday next. 


SUPPLY. [15TH MAY, AFTERNOON SITTING. | 
REPORT. 


Resolutions reported 


CIVIL SERVICE AND REVENUE D&- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


Ciass [. 


1. “ That asum, not exceeding £37,800, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1903, for expenditure in respect 
of Roya! palaces and Marlborough House.” 


2. « That a sum, not exceeding £66,200, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the Slst day 
of March, 1903, for the Royal parks and 
pleasure gardens.” 


3. * That a sum, not exceeding £27,500, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of Mareh, 1903, for the Houses of Parlia- 
ment buildirvgs.”’ 


First Resolution read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


* Mr. WEIR thoughtthetime hadcome 
when something should be done in regard 
to the ancient Royal palace of Linlithgow. 
He wanted the palace to be so restored 
and repaired that when Scotsmen, after 
long years of exile, returned to their native 
land, they would find the building in a 
satisfactory condition. There was doubt- 
less a difficulty in getting money from the 
Treasury, but the right hon. Gentleman 
in charge of this vote should put his 
foot down and demand the necessary 
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the House. 
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funds. When English palaces, such as 
Hampton Court Palace, were concerned, 
money could be obtained easily enough, 
and if the Scottish Members were 
organised and stood shoulder to shoulder 
he believed money would be forthcoming 


for Scotland. He was glad to find 
the right hon. Gentleman was_ look- 


ing after Holyrood Palace ; his efforts 
in connection with the restoration of the 
fine old tapestries there appreciated by all, 


It being midnight, the debate stood 
adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed tomorrow. 


EDUCATION (IRELAND) (COMMIS 
SLONERS’ ORDERS). 


Return ordered, “ showing 


A.—(1) Number of Orders made by 
the Commissioners of National Education 
in Ireland, between the Ist day of April, 
1900, and the Ist day of April, 1902, 
cancelling the salaries of assistant teachers 
in National schools owing to the average 
attendance being under sixty; (2) And 
number of such appointments that would 
not have been cancelled if the average 
attendance for an assistant were recognised 
at fifty instead of sixty; (3) Also up to 
what date and for what period previously 
was an average attendance of fifty accepted 
by the Commissioners as sufficient to 
qualify a school for the services of an 
assistant; (4) Amount of balance of 
Parliamentary Vote surrendered by the 
Commissioners of National Edueation to 
the Treasury for the financial years ended 
respectively, 31st day of March, 1900, 
3lst day of Mareh, 1901, 31st day of 
March, 1902, with total for three year: 
period. 


B.—(1) Number of students in the 
male and female departments respectively 
of the Marlborough Street Training 
College at the commencement of current 
session (1901-2), with the religious 
denomination of such students; (2) 
Corresponding returns for each of the 


training colleges under private manage- 


ment.” —(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Adjourned at five minutes afte! 
Twelve o'clock. 
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a8 Uwo-posed Private 
h as HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
- Thursday, 29th May, 1902. 
were oa ee 
lder The House met at Two of the clock 
ning | ee 
find UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
look- BUSINESS. 
Torts aug 
the PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING 
yall ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
: COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
tood : Report from one of the Examiners of 
F Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
k case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, the Standing 





: Orders which are applicable thereto have 
> heen complied with, viz.-— 


is Local Government (Ireland) Provisional! 
Order (Housing of Working Classes) 
(No. 2) Bill. 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
a as Orders (No. 4) Bill. 
rit. Local Government Provisional Orders 
we (No. 7) Bill 
\ pri, ne 
1902, Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
chers F second time tomorrow. 
erage j 
And FF PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO STAND- 
vould ING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 
erage JF Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
mised fF Report from one of the Examiners of 
up to & Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
ously & case of the following Bill, referred on the 
epted JF First Reading thereof, no Standing 
nt to Urders are applicable, viz. 
ol an Local (covernment Provisional Orders 
re OB No. 12) Bill 
y the # wie — 
ion. to Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
ended time tomorrow. 
1900, 
lay of DONEGAL RAILWAY BILL [Lorps]. 
years xead the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 
n the F WATERFORD AND BISHOP FOY EN. 
tively DOWED SCHOOLS BILL [Lorps]. 
ainitig Read the third time, and passed. with 
urrenit’ §@ Amendments. 
|igious 
: () WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 
ne , : ; 
nt Kead the third time, and passed. 
anage- 
BEXHILL AND ROTHERFIELD RAIL- 
WAY (ABANDUNMENT) BILL. 
s after As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 
‘ ° ’ ‘ | 
VOL. CVIIL [FOURTH SERIES. | 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (LRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (GAS) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered to- 
morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (POOR LAW) BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment | Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed}; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 
bill to be read the third time 
morrow. 


to- 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (GAS) BLUL. 

Reported, with Amendments 

visional Orders contirmed] ; 
lie upon the Table. 


[Pro- 


veport to 


3ill, as amended. to be considered to- 
morrow. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL 
BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


(MONEY) 


Report 


CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL, 


SWANSEA CORPORATION WATER BILL 
{LorDs], 
ASHTON-UNDER LYNE AND DUKIN.- 
FIELD CORPORATIONS (ALMA 
BRIDGE, Ere.) BILL | Lorps], 
NEWCASTLE AND GATESHEAD WATER 
BILL{[Lorps}, 


SWINDON UNITED GAS BILL [Lorps], 


Reported with Amendments. Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed.* 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP No. 8). 

Mr. Compton Rickerr _ reported 
from the Committee on Group No. 8 of 
Railway Bills, That the parties promoting 
the London United Tramways Bill had 
stated that the evidence of Mr. William 
Thomson, of 37, Mount Ararat Road, 
Richmond, Mr. R. W. 8. Butterworth, of 
Wimbledon, Clerk to the Wimbledon, 
Urban District Council, Mr. Charles Ham- 
let Cooper, of Wimbledon, Surveyor to 
the Wimbledon Urban District Council, 


| Mr. John Eustace Anderson, of Barnes, 


9 


= 


L 








887 Returns, 
Clerk to the Barnes Urban District 
Council, and Mr. George Bince Tomes, 
of Barnes, Surveyor to the Barnes Urban 
District Council, was essential to their 
case; and it having been proved that 
their attendance could not be procured 
without the intervention of the House, 
he had been instructed to move that the 
said William Thomson, R. W.S. Butter- 
worth, C. H. Cooper, John Eustace 
Anderson, and George Bince Tomes do 
attend the said Committee tomorrow at 
eleven of the clock. 

Ordered, That William Thomson, R. 
W. 5. Butterworth, C. H. Cooper, John 
Kustace Anderson, and Bince 
Tomes do attend the Committee on Group 
8 of Railway Bills tomorrow at eleven of 
the clock. 


George 


BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL [Lorps]. 

THe CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS, 
in pursuance of Standing Order No. 83, 
relating to Private Bills, informed the 
House that in his opinion the Bradford 
Corporation Bill {Lords}, though un- 
opposed, ought to be treated as an op- 
posed Private Bill. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

against: From Driffield ; 

Serwickshire ; Disestablishment Council 

for Scotland; Winlaton; and Govan; 

to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Petitions for alteration; From Leeds 
(six) Prestwick ; New Wortley ; and 
Birkdale ; to lie upon the Table. 


FINANCE BILL. 
Petition from Berwickshire, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Ipswich ; 
Boston; Chelienham; Reading; and, 
Westminster ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 


Petition from Uxbridge, in favour ; te 
lie upon the Table. 
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MARRIAGE WITH DECEASED WIFE’s 
SISTER BILL. 

Petitions against: From Paddington - 
Sherborne ; South Chorlton; Felton: 
Nelson; ‘Thirsk; Carlisle; and God. 


stone ; to lie upon the Table. 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL, 
Petitions in favour: From Middleton; 
and, Birmingham ; to lie upon the Table, 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
Petitions in favour: From Halifax - 
and Royton ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

From 

to lie 


AY wrwich 
upon the 


in favour: 
Dulwich :; 


Petitions 
and West 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ET. 


BOARD OF TRADE (LABOUR 
DEPARTMEN Ut.) 

Copy presented, of Eighth Annual Ab- 
stract of Labour Statistics of the United 
Kingdom, 1900-1901 |by Command); 
to lie upon the Table. 


CENSUS OF ENGLAND AND WALES, 
1901. 
Copy presented, of Census of England 
and Wales, 1901 (County of Staiford) {by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES. 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2807 to 2810 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Papers laid upon the ‘Table by the 
Clerk of the House — 


1. ARUNDEL PORT. 

Copy of Annual Report and General 
Account of the Commissioners of Arundel 
Port for period from 25th March 1901 
to 25th March 1902 [by Act]. 


2, COUNTY COURTS ACT, 1888, AND 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(OFFICERS) ACT, 1879. 

Copy of Order made by the Lord 

Chancellor, dated 28th May 1902, direct 

ing that the tegistrar of the County 
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Court of Devonshire, held at Exeter, 
jall not practise as a solicitor, and that 
section 20 of The Supreme Court of 
Judicature (Officers) Act, 1879, shall not 
ply to the office of Registrar of the 
wid County Court {by Act]. 


POST OFFICE SITES (EXPENSES). 
Committee to consider of authorising 
payment out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament, of all sums payable 
y the Postmaster General under any 
jet of the present Session to enable His 
ajesty’s Postmaster General to acquire 
ands in the County of London for the 
Public Service, and of all expenses in- 
aurred in carrying into effect the provi- 
jons of such Act (King’s Recommenda- 
tion signified), tomorrow.—(Sir /Villiam 
Walrond.) 


the 


ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS 
(IRELAND). 

Return ordered, “ giving the number 
if Arrests for Drunkenness within the 
netropolitan police district of Dublin and 
the cities of Belfast, Cork, Limeriek, and 
Waterford on Sundays between the Ist 
jay of May 1901 and the 30th day of 
April 1902, both days inclusive, the 
urests being given from 8 a.m. on Sun- 
days till 8 a.m. on Mondays.” 
“And, similar Returns for the rest of 
Irland from the Ist day of May 1901 to 
the 30th day of April 1902 (in continua- 
‘ion of Parliamentary Paper, No. 193, of 
session 1901).”—(Ur. IV illiam Johnston.) 


PILOTAGE ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL. 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum stat- 
ag the nature of the Proposals contained 
athe Provisional Order included in the 
tilotage Order Confirmation Bill.” —( Mr. 
vrald Balfour.) 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum stat- 

ag the nature of the Proposals contained 

"the Provisional Orders included in the 

pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 

') Bill." (Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


Copy ordered, “of Memorandum stat- 
Mg the nature of the Proposals contained 
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in the Provisional Orders included in the 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 
2) Bill."—(Mr Gerald Balfour.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


(Juestions. 


Indian Railways—Automatic Brakes. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether it has yet been decided to 
require Indian railway companies to 
provide the carriages of all passenger 
trains with automatic brakes. 


(Ansuer.) The use of automatic brakes 
is being gradually extended on Indian 
railways; but, so far as I am aware, 
there is no intention of requiring at pre- 
sent their universal adoption on passenger 
trains.—(India Office.) 


Darjeeling Court Sittings. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he is aware that 
although the Court hours at Darjeeling 
are announced to be from 10 a.m. to 
5 p.m. the Court never commences 
business until 1Z p.m. ; will he have some 
inquiry made into the matter, with the 


View of preventing inconvenience to 
litigants and witnesses. 
(Answer.) This matter is one as to 


which any complaints should be addressed 

to the local authorities. I do not pro- 

pose to make any inquiry on the subject. 
(India Office.) 


Illegal Trawling—Suggested Rewards to 
Fishermen, etc. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord Advocate, 
in view of the fact that the sum of £3,300 
appears on the Customs Estimates for 
rewards to officers and others for the 
capture of smugglers and for the detection 
of evasions of the revenue laws, will he 
consider the expediency of taking such 
steps as may be necessary to admit of 
similar rewards being paid to fishermen, 
coastguards, lightkeepers, and others who 
may be instrumental in bringing to 
justice illegal trawlers. 


(Answer.) I cannot admit that the 
procedure under the Customs Acts forms 
a precedent for the hon. Member's sug- 
gestion, and the Government is not. pre- 


| pared to entertain it.—(Scottish Office.) 


2L2 
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Illegal Trawling in Broad Bay. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord Advo- 
cate, in view of the fact that the diary 
kept by the light keepers at Tiumpan 
Head, Island of Lewis, shows that 
trawlers were observed illegally trawting 
in Broad Bay during the day in the 
year 1901, and that a similar breach of 
the law was observed during the present 
year, will he state whether the names 
of the offending trawlers were reported ; 
and, if not, will arrangements be made 
for this information to be supplied where 
possible; was the local fishery officer 
communicated with at the time this 
iliegal trawling was detected, and will 
the Secretary for Scotland consider the 
expediency of communicating with the 
Northern Lighthouse Commissioners with 
a view to secure the Board’s sanction to 
a diary being kept at Tiumpan Head for 
a record of cases of illegal trawling 
during the night on occasions when there 
is sufficient light to admit of observations 
being made, 


(Answer.) The names of the vessels 
observed on the three occasions referred 
to by the hon. Member were not visible 
to the lighthouse keepers, and their 
detection was impossible from the light- 
house. Any day or night observations 
further than those already undertaken, 
or communication with the local fishery 
officer, would have the effect of with- 
drawing the lighthouse keepers from 
their primary duties, and the Secretary 
for Scotland is not prepared to suggest 
such action.—(Scottish Office.) 


Reading Post Office. 

Mr. GEORGE PALMER (Reading) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that at Reading 
vacancies in the postal telegraph establish- 
ment have, during the past few months, 
been filled by untrained females, and 
that the work of the Department has 
been hampered, and a larger proportion 
of evening and late attendances given to 
the remaining members of the staff ; 
whether it is intended to raise the num- 
ber of females employed at this office, 
and reduce the number of males ; whether 
he is aware that an unestablished female 
telegraphist, earning on an average 15s. 
a week, is engaged on postal duties 
having charge of a £30 drawer; that 


until recently the only lavatory accom. 
modation for the female staff at this 
otfice was outside the post office, and 
approached through a shop; and, seeing 
that at present the only lavatory accom. 
modation for the female clerks employed 
is that used by the postmaster, and that 
the officers employed in the chief clerk's 
room and anyone wishing to see the 
postmaster have to pass this lavatory: 
whether he will cause inquiry to be made 
into these matters with a view to better 
arrangements. 


(Answer.) The introduction of a small 
proportion of female staff in the Reading 
ottice was sanctioned provisionally last 
year, in accordance with the usual 
practice at other offices of this class, and 
as their employment has proved success. 
ful, it will be continued as a permanent 
arrangement. Some of the women were, 
of course, not wholly trained at first, 
but have now become fully qualified 
for the duties which they have to per 
form. The particular counter duty re. 
ferred to is a minor one, and performed 
under close supervision. It is not found 
that the work of the office has been 
hampered in any way by this change; 
and care will, of course, be taken so to 
limit the number of women employed as 
to avoid inflicting hardship on the other 
members of the staff. When the women 
were first employed, no special accom- 
modation for them was available in the 
post office, and consequently a cloak 
room and lavatory were provided for 
them in a neighbouring house ; but this 
arrangement ceased last month, and since 
then the women have been allowed, asa 
temporary measure, to have the sole uv 
of the lavatory formerly used by the 
postmaster. They are satistied with the 
accommodation, and no_ real _ incon- 
venience arises from the fact that it 
opens into a passage used occasionally by 
others. Arrangements are under con 
sideration for constructing a new Ie 
tiring-room and lavatory tor the women. 


—(Post Office). 


Castlebar Post Office. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre: 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 

| he will state the cause of the delay in the 
| erection of the new Post Office at Castle 
‘bar, County Mayo; and, having regard 
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993 (Juestions. 


1p the fact that promises were given last 
year and in 1900 that the building would 
be proceeded with immediately, can he 
tate when it is proposed to commence 
the building operations. 


(dnswer.) It was not found possible 
to begin the erection of the new office at 
(astlebar last year, but I anticipate that 
,commencement will be made with the 
work this sammer.—(Post Office.) 


Portreath Coastguard Station. 

Mr. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty, if his 
attention has been called to the position 
and insanitary condition of the coast- 
mard look-out station at Portreath, 
Cornwall, which is rented from the 
Portreath Harbour Company at the sum 
of £3 10s. per annum; whether he will 
consider the advisability of erecting a 
proper station on the opposite hill facing 
the Bull Rock, as it is impossible, under 
existing Circumstances, to obtain a view 
either to the East or West, and the look- 
out station is devoid of all ventilation. 


(duswer.) No complaint appears to 
have reached the Admiralty either as to 
the position or insanitary condition ot the 
look-out station in question, but a report 
will be called for on the subject. The 
property belongs to the lord of the manor 
aud not to the Portreath Harbour Com- 
pany. The annual rent paid is £3, and 
wt £5 10s as stated.—( Admiralty.) 


Richard Cloudesley Charity. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): To ask 
Mr. Attorney General, whether he will 
sate What is approximately the amount 
of accumulated funds of the Richard 
Cloudesley Charity which it is proposed 
shall be distributed under Clauses 37 and 
38 of the new Draft Scheme of the 
Charity. And, seeing that this money is 
capital according to his reply to the 
Question of the hon. Member for West 
lslington on 16th August last, and to the 
regulation applicable at present to the 
tharity, whether he proposes to take steps 
writs investment and for devoting the 
income therefrom to purposes for the 
general benefit of the inhabitants of 
lslington. 


(Answer.) The accumulations of the 
rents of the charity to the end of the 
year 1901 amounted to £3,494 18s. 6d. 
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It is proposed that one moiety of these 
accumulations of income and any accre- 
tions to the 21st June should be applied 
for the expenses of rebuilding, enlarging, 
or restoring the parish church of Islington, 
and that the other moiety should be 
applied towards establishing a con- 
valescent home in connection with the 
Great Northern Central Hospital for the 
benefit of the poor of the parish of 
Islington. If such home shall not have 
been established within five years it is 
proposed that the funds intended for that 
purpose should be transferred to the 
otticial trustees of charitable fund as part 
of the capital endowment belonging to the 
charity. -(Mr. Attorney General.) 
Cen:us (1901) Preliminary Report. 
England and Wales. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS | Nottinghamshire, 

Rushcliffe): To ask the President of the 


Local Government Board, when the 
usual Preliminary Report as to the 


Census (1901) of England and Wales will 
be issued. 


(dnswer.) The Report referred to was 
issued in June of last year.—( Local 
Government Board.) 


Coronation Processions Accommodation 
or Members. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): ‘To ask the First Commis- 
sioner of Works, whetlier tickets will be 
issued to Members of Parliament and t heir 
friends to view from prominent positions 
the Coronation Processions on both days ; 
and, if so, will he state the number of 
tickets that will be granted to them. and 
whether they will be transferable. 


(Answer.) Members will be able to 
obtain tickets for themselves on each 
day of the Coronation processions gratis. 
They will also be able to purchase two 
other tickets for each day for their 
families or triends at 10s. per ticket, 
which will be transferable. Members 
unable to be present on either of the 
two days will be allowed to exchange 
their personal ticket fora transferable 
ticket on payment of 10s.— (Office of 
Works). 


Irish Agriculture, etc., Department 
Publications. 


Mr. RICHARDS: To ask the Chief 


Secretary 


to the Lord Lieutenant of 
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Ireland, whether he will state under 
whose authority, and on what grounds, 
the circular of a private publisher in the 
City of Dublin has been sent out by the 
Board of Agriculture in Dublin in 
envelopes bearing their imprint and On 
His \iajesty’s Service; and, if the book 
or documents in question are official in 
their character, whether he will explain 
why they were not sent out in the ordin- 
ary course among the Parliamentary 
Papersto all Members of the House of 
Commons. 


(Questions. 


(Answer.) The volume in question is 
not an official publication in the sense of 
being a Parliamentary Paper. It is a 
work on the economic resources of Ire- 
land prepared by the Department of 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction for 
Ireland, in connection with their general 
work in spreading information on the 
industrial condition of that country, and 
educating public opinion on the char- 
acterand aims of their own schemes. 
The present edition of the book, which 
was originally published by the Depart- 
ment in connection with their exhibit at 
the Glasgow Exhibition of last year. is 
being issued under the terms of a special 
agreement witha firm of publishers, and 
partly in connection with the Depart- 
ment’s exhibit at the Cork Exhibition. 
The circular issued was prepared by the 
publishers, but the Department, in 
furtherance of the aim of the book, sent 
from their central office a limited num- 
ber of circulars to representative public 
men who, it was thought, would be in- 
terested in the contents of the volume.— 
(Irish Office.) 


Irish Labourers Acts—Dungarvan 


Scheme. 

Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, whether he will state 
what is the present state of the new 
scheme under the Labourers Acts pre- 
pared by the Dungarsan Rural District 
Council, and what is the cause of the 
delay in proceeding with the same. 


(Answer.) It was not until the 3rd 
instant that the Local Government 
Board received from the Council the 
consent to the acquisition of certain 
sites. A Provisional Order was executed 
yesterday authorising the erection of 
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fifty-five cottages, and the acquisition of 
twenty-one additional allotments {iy 
cottages already erected.—(Jrish Office.) 


Coronation Procession—-Accommodation 


for Officers. 
LIEUTENANT-COLONEL PILKINGTON. 
(Lancashire, Newton): To ask the 


Secretary of State for War, whether 
Officers of the Navy, Army, and 
Auxiliary Forces not in charge 
detachments desirous of being present a 
the Coronation procession on the 27th 
June, and who have not beer successfy] 
in the ballot for seatson the stand in the 
Horse Guards’ parade, will be permitted 
under necessary regulations to line the 
Mall. 


(Answer.) I am afraid that it is in. 
possible to make the arrangements 
suggested.—({ War Office.) 


Labuan—Taxation. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester. 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 


whether the sanction of the Secretary o 
State to the recent increase of taxation 
in Labuan was obtained in advance. 


(Answer.) The case is not one in which 
the Royal instructions made it necessary 
to obtain the Secretary of State's sane- 
tion in advance. I have now under 
consideration a petition from the inhati- 
tants of Labuan with respect to taxation 
and other matters.—(Colonial Uyfice.) 


Conference with Colonial Repre- 
sentatives. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar. 
mouth): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether communications 
which have passed between the Colonial 
Office and Colonial Governments, relating 
to the Conference to be held at the time 
of the Coronation, will be laid before 
Parliament ; and, if so, will he siy 
when this will be done. 


(Answer.) After the Conference has 
been held I will lay Papers as on the 
previous occasion.—(Colonial Ojfire.) 


Education Bill. 
Sir CHARLES DILKE: To ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether it 8 
the intention of the Government before 
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the commencement of the Committee on 
the Education Bill to place upon the 
Paper the terms of their proposed Amend- 
ment relating to the grants to necessitous 
school board districts. 


(Answer.) It is not intended to place 
the Government proposals, relating to 
necessitous school board districts, upon 
the Paper before the commencement of 
the Committee stage of the Bill; but 
ample notice will be given of the arrange- 
ments which the Government will submit. 
—(Treasury.) 


(2.15.) Q“UESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South African War—Peace Negotiations 
—Business of the House. 


H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
Stirling Burghs): I have to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury what will be the 
business for next week, 


SiR 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREAS- 
URY (Mr. A. J. BaLrovr): I hope to 
be able to state to the House on Monday 
the result of the recent discussions in 
South Africa ; but I cannot be absolutely 
certain of being in a position to do go, 
and, until that statement can be made, | 
think it would be expedient, as | before 
said, to take the Budget. A phrase 
dropped from me the other day which has 
heen very curiously misinterpreted. I 
stated that I did not think we ought to 
take the Budget while matters hung in 
the balance. That was absurdly interpreted 
as referring to discussions and divisions in 
the Cabinet as to the character of the 
Budget itself. That is not so. The only 
point in doubt was whether the House 
could properly be asked to discuss the 
Budget until we knew precisely wiere we 
stood in the matter of these negotiations 
going on in South Africa. There being a 
shadow of a doubt as to whether I shall 
be able to make a final statement on 
Monday, I think it inexpedient toannounce 
now that we shall take the Budget on 
thatday. 1t might only lead to a further 
change of plan and further disturbance of 
the arrangements of hon. Members. I 
therefore propose to take, as originally 
intended, the Education Bill on Monday 
and Tuesday, and on Wednesday the 
Committee stage of the Budget. 
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Navy—Care of Hydraulic and Torpedo 
Machinery. 

CoLONEL DEN NY (Kilmarnock Burghs): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
miralty whether the Admiralty - still 
propose to transfer the care and main- 
tenance of hydraulic, electric and torpedo 
macbinery to executive officers who are 
untrained as engineers. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Belfast, 
W.): Yes, Sir. It is proposed to give 
effect to the decision arrived at by the 
Admiralty, and to transfer the care 
and maintenance of certain additional 
machinery to executive officers. No 
such transter, will, however, be made 
until the Admiralty are satisfied that the 


officers to whom the duties will be 
assigned are duly qualified for the 


responsibilities they will be called upon 
to undertake. 


CoLONEL DENNY: And in the mean- 
time the machinery will remain in charge 
of the officers who now look after it. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, Sir. 


Naval Engineers. 

CoLOoNEL DENNY: | beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether the 
Board of Admiralty still appoint officers 
of junior rank in lieu of chief engineers 
without according them the rank and 
pay of chief engineers, and whether the 
Admiralty have nominally altered their 
custom by calling these officers engineers 
in charge, while still maintaining the 
inferiority of the position as regards 
rank and pay. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No appoint- 
ments of the nature referred to in the 
first part of the hon. Member's Question 
have been made recently. The altera- 
tion referred to in the second paragraph 
of the Question is not nominal, but real. 
The experience which has been gained 
with destroyers of various types over a 
series of years and the familiarity with 
the engines of those boats which has 
been acquired by the engineer of the 
Navy hav~ made it possible to entrust 
the machinery of the boats to officers 
holding the rank of engineer, and in 
some cases to artificer engineers. Ina 
few of the very high speed boats chief 
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engineers have been retained. No dis- 
advantage to the service has resulted 
from the arrangements now in force. 


In reply to a further Question by 
Colonel Denny— 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said it was 
found that oflicers were exceedingly 
anxious to take these appointments. 


CoLONEL DENNY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of the Admiralty if he can 
state to what extent the commissioned 
ranks of the engineering branch of the 
Royal Navy short of its proper 
establishment; how many candidates 
presented themselves at the January 
exumination, and how many at the 
subsequent examinations, if any; and 
out of the total number who presented 
themselves how many were accepted. 


is 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The 
number of engineer officers at present 
borne is eighty-seven below the increascd 
numbers voted for the present financial 
year, but as | explained in reply to a 
similar Question on the 24th April, the 
annual entries from Keyham and trom 
outside sources, which will considerably 
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reduce this deficiency, do not take place | 


until July. As I also stated on that 
occasion, no examination for the entry 
of assistant engineers for temporary 
service was held in January, there being 
no applicants for entry. An examina- 
tion was, however, held in March at 
which two candidates competed, one of 
whom entered. ‘he examination for 
entry to Keyham as engineer students 
was also held in March, when 117 eandi- 
dates competed, sixty-nine qualifying, of 
whom forty-six will be entered. The 
final examination for passing out of 
Keyham into the Navy is now being 
held. and 31 engineer students and six 
candidates for direct entry are taking 
part im it. 


Engineer Officers and Court Martials. 

COLONEL DENNY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
engineering officers are permitted to sit 
upon courts-martial held upon members 
of the staff immediately under their 
control, or whether the court martial in 
such a case consists entirely of deck 
otiicers, 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Under the 
existing law no officer is entitled to sit as 
a member of a court martial held under 
the Naval Discipline Act unless he be a 
flag officer, captain, commander, or 
lieutenant of H.M. Navy on full pay. 
It will be seen, therefore, that engineer 
officers are not, under the existing law, 
qualified to sit on courts-martial in the 
eases referred to by the hon. and gallant 
Member. 


Consular Service. 

Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton,S.): ] 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, in view of the facts that 
no inquiry has been held into the con- 
stitution and management of the Consular 
Service for nearly thirty years ; that the 
duties of Consuls have increased during 
that period ; that there is no recognised 
method or condition of appointment to 
the Consular Serviee; that places no 
longer of importance have highly placed 
Consular officials, while others of growing 
importance have few or subordinate 
Consuls; whether he will consider the 
advisability of appointing a Committee, 
either Departmental or Parliamentary, to 
inquire into the condition of the Consular 
Service and to report what changes, if 
any, in its organisation are desirable. 


THEUNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cray- 
BORNE, Rochester): It is the fact that the 
duties of Consuls have increased duriug 
the last thirty years, | cannot, however, 
admit the accuracy of the other state- 
ments in the Question as to the Consular 
Service. The whole question of its con- 
stitution and management is at present 
under consideration by the Foreign 
Office, in communication with the Treasury 
and Board of Trade. 


Hours of Railway Servants. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade, whether, having regard to the 
Resolution of this House of 25th February 
last,+ he can now state when the Returns ot 
the hours worked by railway servants will 
be presented and cireulated. 

THe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD ol 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp BaLrour, Leeds 
Central): The compilation of these Re- 
turns will necessarily take some time, 


+ See (4) Debates, ciii, lOS3—1148. 
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especially in the case of some of the 
larger railway companies ; every effort 
shall be made to secure that there shall be 
no unreasonable delay, but [ cannot at 
present say when the Board will receive 
the Returns from the companies. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): Will the Irish railway servants 
be included in the Returns ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I should 


imagine so. 


Capvrain NORTON : Can you give an 
approximate date for the issue of the 
Returns ! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, sir. 


Motor Car Speed Regulations. 

Mr. NORMAN: I beg to ask the 
Seeretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that, on the 4th 
instant, Mr. G. C. Ashton Jonson, driv- 
ing a light motor car of small horse 
power, was stopped by a policeman upon 
the Ripley Road, and was charged betore 
the Guildford magistrates on the 10th 
instant with exceeding the legal limit of 
speed: that the policeman admitted that 
he had measured the distance over 
which he had timed the defendant with a 
hievele wheel; that he had taken the 
time with the seconds hand of an ordi- 
nary wateh after looking to see the 
defendant pass a marked point 176 yards 
away ; that there was no person in sight 
upon the road, and no trattie whatever, 
and that the car was under perfect con- 
trol: that Mr. Ashton Jonson declared 
upon oath that he had timed his previous 
two miles with a stop-watch, and they 
had been covered at the rate of eleven 
miles an hour; that he also swore, and 
his evidence was corroborated on oath by 
Mr. Arthur blomtield, Architect to the 
Bank of England, who was a passenger 
upon the car, that it was impossible he 
could have been proceeding at the speed 
charged by the policeman; and that, 
nevertheless, the Chairman of the Guild- 
ford Magistrates fined the defendant, 
though it was the first charge of the kind 
against him, five pounds; and whether 
he will consider the propriety of taking 
any action in the matter. 
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*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Rircnir, Croydon): The case as stated 
by the hon. Member appears to have 
been fully put before the magistrates : 
they heard the evidence, and I do not 
think I should be justified in attempting 
to review the decision of a competent 
Court in a case of conflicting evidence 
such as this. 


Accidents from_use of Electricity in 

ines. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether he will state the number of 
deaths that are directly due to the use of 
electricity in mines or shafts since 2nd 
May 1901 ; and what course he purposes 
adopting to prevent this loss of life, in 
view of the development of electric 
power in mines, 


*Mr, RITCHIE: Lean givethe number 
of deaths in mines due to the use of 
electricity in the year 1901. There were 
four deaths in all—two caused by electric 
shock and two by machinery moved by 
electricity. All these accidents will be 
found deseribed in the Inspector's Reports. 
The use of electric power in mines is 
being carefully watched by the inspectors, 
and in due time I shall be prepared to 
consider whether any steps ought to be 
taken with regard to it. 


Mr. MARKHAM: The same answer 
was given me last year. Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that during this vear 
a large number of accidents have occurred, 
and will he have the matter inquired 
into at onee ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: There were only four 
deaths last year, and that cannot be 
deemed to be a very large number. 


Mr. MARKHAM: There have already 


been twelve this year. 


Then, Sir, I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether, in view of the fact that 
Mr. A. H. Stokes, His Majesty's Inspector 
of Mines in the Midland District, in his 
Report for the year 1901, states that ina 
mine in his district, owing to short cir- 
cuiting of a cable, an explosion of gas 
occurred which would have resulted in 
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loss of life if any men had been working 
in the mine at the time, he is aware that 
accidents are constantly occurring in 
mines from the short circuiting of cables, 
causing in some instances fire in the 
mines ; and that none of these accidents 
are reported to his Department except 
when an actual explosion, or injury, or 
loss of life occurs ; and whether he has any 
power to insist upon colliery companies 
making a Return of all such accidents. 


* Mr. RITCHIE: I have no information 
as to the number of accidents caused by 
short - circuiting in mines, but the cases 
in which serious injury or loss of life have 
resulted have been very few. There is 
no power to require owners of collieries 
to report accidents caused by short-cir- 
cuiting to the inspectors unless death or 
serious injury is caused, or an explosion 
is produced ; but as I have already stated 
in reply to another Question, a Committee 
has been appointed by me to inquire into 
the general subject of the reporting of 
industrial accidents, and this and similar 
matters will no doubt be considered by 
them. 


Coronation Stands—Precautions to 
Secure Safety. 

Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board, 
in view of the fact that the surveyors of 
districts through which the Coronation 
processions will pass will require an 
augmentation of their present staff in 
order to satisfactorily inspect the various 
public stands and other temporary struc- 
tures from which the processions will be 
witnessed, will he state what steps will be 
taken to secure a suttcient staff; will a 
special staff of Government Inspectors be 
employed ! and if not, will he say in what 
Way it is proposed to secure the public 
safety. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): 


[ have no authority with respeet to this 
matter, but I have made enquiries as to 
the action which is being taken with re- 
gard to it. The licensing of stands such 


as those referred to is in the jurisdiction | 


of the Metropolitan Borough Councils, the 
power having been transferred to them 
from the County Council by the London 
Government Act, 1899. The licence may 
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prescribe conditions as to the structure, 
and the London Building Act provides 
means for the enforcement of these con- 
ditions. In the event of any structure 
being in the opinion of the District Sur- 
veyor a “dangerous structure,” it would 
be condemned as such, and dealt with by 
the County Council. The question of the 
safety of balconies is a matter for the 
County Council, and I am informed that 
they have issued warning notices to the 
occupicrs of houses with balconies on the 
line of route of the processions. I am 
not aware that there is any complaint of 
insufficient staff. Indeed, I understand 
that the necessary extra staff has been 
employed by the Borough Councils. [am 
assured that everything is being done by 
the various authorities to secure the safety 
of the public. 


Land Registry Office. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON | (Clack- 
mannan and Kinross): J beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General, whether he will 


be prepared to grant a Return of the 
persons employed in the Land Registry 


Office, with their salaries and emolu- 
ments. 
THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 


R0BERT FINLAy, Inverness Burghs) was 
understood to reply that the salaries 
and emoluments appeared the 
Estimates, while the names of the 
persons employed would be found in 
one of the annuals or books of reference. 


on 


Mr. EUGENE WASON: I 
find them in any book of reference. 


cannot 


Sirk ROBERT FINLAY: I have been 
informed that they will be found in 
* Whittaker.” 


Mr. EUGENE 
find them. 


WASON: I 


cannot 


Parliament Buildings—Proposed 
Electrophone. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 
S.): | beg to ask the First Commissioner 
of Works whether he could see his way 
to have an electrophone installed in some 
suitable part of the building. 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER OF 
WORKS (Mr. AkERS DovG.as, Kent, 











)04 


ire, 
des 
‘on- 
ure 
ur- 
uld 
by 
the 
the 
hat 
the 
the 
am 
t of 
ind 
een 
am 
by 
ety 


ick- 
ask 
will 
the 
stry 
olu- 


(Sir 
was 
ries 
the 
the 
in 
nce. 


not 


een 
in 


not 


igh, 
yuer 
way 
ome 


OF 
ent, 








905 Questions. 


St. Augustine’s): This matter was con- 


sidered a few years ago, and I am still | 


unable to see my way to advise the intro- 
duction of an electrophone. 


Telegraphic Communication near 
Hermitage Wharf. 

Mr. THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that passengers by 
the various lines of steamers sailing from 
Hermitage Wharf, Wapping, and persons 
in business in the district, cannot readily 
get to the telegraph office at Old Gravel 
Lane, east of the bridge, with any degree 
of certainty, on account of the bridge 
being so frequently open; And, will he 
state whether, in these circumstances, 


efforts will be made to establish a tele- : 


graph office west of the bridge. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Post- 
master General is looking into the ques- 
tion of establishing a telegraph office 
west of the bridge, in the neighbourhood 
of Hermitage Whart, and will communi- 
cate with the hon. Member on the subject 
as soon as he is in a position to do so. 


Dundalk Old Gaol. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if it was with 
the sanction of the Executive that the 
lrish Prisons Board recently sent two 
inspectors to Dundalk to view certain 
ruins in Crowe Street, formerly a gaol 
adjoining the courthouse; is he aware 
that the site thereof is the property of 
the Louth County Council, who agreed 
some years ago, without objection from 
any quarter, to sell the same to the 
Foresters’ Society, and when this sale 
went off on a question of price, proposed 
recently to dispose of it to the Roman 
Catholic Temperance Society; is he 
aware that the Prisons Board, when the 
second negotiations arose, stated that the 
site was required for new judges’ rooms, 
new waiting rooms for female witnesses, 
new cells for prisoners, and new apart- 
ments for caretakers ; and will he state 
whether these are to be built at the county 
expense or by the Imperial Treasury ; 
and why the necessity for such additional 
accommodation was not discovered when 
a portion of this site was sold by the 
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Grand Jury to the Post Office; is he 
aware that the site now in question has 
been disused for over fifty years, and, if 


sold, room will remain for the erection of 


any buildings suggested by the Prisons 
3oard in the garden space at the rear 
of the courthouse; and do the Govern- 
ment propose to interfere with the sale 
by the County Council. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): It is 
true that the Prisons Board recently sent 
down an inspector to inquire into and 
report on the existing accommodation for 
prisoners awaiting trial at all court-houses 
in assize towns in this district, in which 
Dundalk is included. The inspector is 
at present lying so seriously ill that he 
cannot be questioned as to whether he 
visited the premises referred to. The 
premises have been disused since 1854. 
Various attempts have been made to 
dispose of them. As far as [ am aware 
the Prisons Board is not interested in 
the matter, and the Loeal Government 
Board is quite ready to consider any 
application for its consent to the aliena- 
tion of the property by the County 
Council. Owing to the illness of the 
inspector, I cannot give a more detailed 
reply. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I am quite 
satisfied, and am much obliged to the 
right hon. Gentleman. 


Illegal Trawling--Reductions of 
Penalties. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland on what grounds his 
Excellency the Lord Lieutenant reduced 
the penalty imposed on trawlers con- 
victed by County Louth justices for 
breaches of the law after the passing 
of the late Act; are the Government 
aware that captains of steam trawlers 
are paid a commission on catches, in 
addition to salary, and that, in a recent 
County Louth conviction, the captain’s 
fine was reduced by his Excellency 
from £40 to £10; is the Irish Executive 
aware that such remissions cause dis- 
couragement not only to legitimate 
fishermen, but to the local coastguards 
and magistrates who are endeavouring 
to enforce recent legislation: and do 
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the Government intend to further im- 
prove the law by remedying a defect 
recently discovered as to the powers of 
coustguards to effect seizures of trawlers. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The first para 
graph refers to two cases in which the 
fines were reduced from £80, and £100, 


to £50 each. | am not aware that 
the fact is as alleged in the second 


paragraph, nor is there any record ot! 
the reduction of a fine from £40 to £10. 
The two cases in which the fines were 
reduced to £50 were the first cases 
brought under the Act of last session, 
Which increased the maximum penalty 
for illegal trawling from a few pounds 
to £100. No representations have been 
made to Government of the nature men- 
tioned in the third paragraph. As 
already stated, the offences in question 
were the first of their kind under the 
recent Act, and the Lord Lieutenant 
mitigated the fines imposed in the 
exercise of the prerogative of merey. 
A coastguard officer is empowered to 
board an ofiending trawler and_ seize 
the gear, if authorised to do so by the 
Departinent under the provisions of the 
Aet ot 190i. No turther legislation is 
theretore necessary. 


Mr. ‘Th M. 


dissatisiaction 


HEALY asked if great 
not felt at the re- 
mission of fines in such cases. 


was 


Mr. WYNDHAM said, as he had pre- 
viously stated, he made it a rule not 
to express any opinion on the exercise 
of the prerogative of merey. 


Captains DONELAN (Cork County, N.) 
asked if it would not be possible to 
suspend the licences of the trawlers. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he would not 
have got the Bill through last year if 
such a provision had been included. 


Goods Rate: on Irish Railways. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 5.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that although the cost oi con- 
struction of the Irish railways has been 
below the cost of those of ether England 


or Scotland, and although the proportion | 


of expenditure to receipts is less on Irish 
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railways than on English or Scoteh raii- 
ways, the average rate per ton on mer- 
chandise carried on the Irish railways is 
nearly 40 per cent. in excess of the average 
rate charged on the same class of trattic 
in England and Scotland; whether he 
is aware that this average rate is still 
further increasing in Ireland whilst stil] 
further decreasing in England and 
Scotland ; whether the attention of the 
Board of Trade and of the Railway and 
Canal Commissioners have been called to 
the increasing obstacles thus placed in 
the way of the development of lish 
resources and trade ; and whether it is 
intended to take any steps by legislaticn 
or otherwise to remove these obstacles. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Information on the 
subject of the first three queries will be 
found in a report recently i-saed by the 
new departmentend presented to Parlia- 
ment. With respect to the remainder ot 
the «question, the Board of Trade and 
the new Department are always ready 
to consider specific complaints — in 
reference to matters which the Railway 
and Canal Commissioners have juri-dic- 
tion to hear and determine. I have 
already stated | am not at present 
prepared to recommend an inquiry into 
the subject of these rates. It 1s argued, 
so faras I know pertinently, that the 
rate per ton is not a conclusive guide 
for such comparisons which could only 
be accurately drawn by ascertaining the 
respective ton-miles. 


Julianstown Police Barracks. 

Mr. CAREW (Meath, S.): 1 beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland is he aware that 
on the 25th of March last the Royal 
Irish Constabulary were removed from 
Julianstown to Layton, County Meath, 
in consequence of the conditions ot the 


barrack at Julianstown; and _ that, 
pending negotiations for the eree- 
tions of a barrack at Layton, the 
local magistrates, acting under the 


intluence of Colonel Pepper, who can- 
vassed them personally, have made 
representations to the authorities to have 
the station transferred back to Julians- 
town; and, seeing that the county in 
spector in ordering the removal to Layton 
had in view, in addition to the insanitary 
condjtion of the Julianstown barrack, 
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the fact that Layton is the more con- 
venient and central position for a police 
station, whether he will effect to this 
view by ordering the stations to be fixed 
at Layton. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Magistrates 
are unanimously of opinion that the 
police should be stationed at Julianstown. 
[am not aware that they were canvassed 
by Colonel Pepper, but they have been con- 
sulted by the police authorities. The In- 
spector General concurs that the men 
should be quartered at Julianstown, and 
it is now proposed to build a barrack 
there for their accommodation. 


Boarded-out Pauper Children—Lady 
Inspector, 


CapraIn DONELAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
ot Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Midleton (County Cork) Board of Guar 
dians recently adopted a resolution pro- 
testing against the appointment of Mrs. 
Dickie as lady inspector of boarded-out 
pruper clrildren in the Midleton Union, 
the children being all Roman Catholics, 
and that other protests have been made 
by public Boards in Ireland against this 
appointment ; whether there was no 
Irish Roman Catho'ic candidate qualified 
for the position; and whether, in view 
of the fact that the majority of boarded- 
out pauper children in Ireland are 
toman Catho ies, consideration will be 
given to the advisability of rescinding 
this appointment and appointing a 
Roman Catholic lady inspector. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Treplied very fully 
to Questions addressed to me on this sub- 
ject yesterday. As already stated, the 
person appointed was selected solely on 
the giound of her proved administrative 
experience under the Poor Laws and 
Factory Acts. 


Caprain DONELAN: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman answer the last part of 
the question ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [ am not prepared 
to propose that this appointment should 
be rescinded. 


Caprain DONELAN: Is it a fact that 
qualified Catholic candidates were not 
available ? 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I took no cognisance 


of their religion, and, as a matter of fact, 
I did not know the religion of two of 
the ladies concerned. The names of only 
three ladies were brought under my notice 

the first was that of Miss MacDonald, 
matron of ,the Richmond Hospital; but, 
as she did not see her way to accept the 
appointment, it was offered to Mrs. Dickie. 
Had Mrs. Dickie refused it, it would have 
been offered to the third lady, Dr. 
Elizabeth Bell. 


Warburton Estate, Queen's County. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen's County, 
Ossory): I bez toask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the tenants on the War- 
burton property, (Queen’s County, are 
precluded from purchasing their holdings 
by renson of the fact that the order of 
the Land Court for sale was made in 
respect of the life interest only of the 
owner, and, asthe tenants upon other 
estates are similarly circumstanced, 
whether he wil introduce a provision 
into the Land Bill to meet the difficulty. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The fact is as 
stated in the first part ofthe Question. I 
have no information as to whether there 
are other estates similarly cireumstanced. 
When the order of the Land Judge is 
limited to the sale of the life interest of 
the owner, it is impossible to convey the 
fee simple to purchasing tenants. I 
cannot see that it would be possible to 
legislate in such cases. 


Right of Public Meeting in Ireland 
Conduct of Police. 

Mr. NANNETTI: IL beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary tothe Lord Lieutenant 
of [reland if he is aware that a public 
meeting, summoned to be held at 
Blessington Basin, Dublin, on Sunday, 
18th May, was prevented from being 
held; that the Member of Parliament 
for the constituency who was to take 
the chair and address his constituents 
was prevented from doing so, and was, 
with several citizens, assaulted and 
dragged through the streets; whether 
the Executive gave instructions to 
prevent the meeting being held ; and 
will he explain why the Commissioner 
of Police served no notice on the Member 
for the division before proceeding to the 


‘acts mentioned; also whether he will 
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state the name of the officer on duty, 
and will he cause an inquiry to be made 
into the conduct of the officer in charge 
and the police on the occasion. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A meeting was 
announced to be held at Blessington 
Basin, as stated, with the avowed object, 
amongst other things, of condemning 
the action of an individual who held 
grass lands in the County Sligo. The 
site of the proposed meeting was in 
immediate proximity to the residence of 
this individual, «nd amongst the speakers 
announced to be present were certain 
delegates from Sligo. The police having 
good reason, therefore, to believe that 
the object of the meeting at the place 
selected was to intimidate this individual, 
warned the promoters in ample time 
beforehand that it would not be 
permitted. The hon. Member was not 
so warned, since there was no ground 
for believing that he would be present. 
In the full knowledge, however, that no 
meeting would be permitted in the 
locality, he, with a number of other 
persons, attempted to drive through the 
police cordon and to address the people. 
Having resisted the police, they moved 
him on, and in the struggle he fell, but 
was in no way injured. No person was 
injured on the occasion by the police. 
who did not use their batons. The force 
on duty acted under the _ personal 
direction of the Assistant Commissioner. 
The action of the police in prohibiting 
the meeting at, or in close proximity to, 
the site selected, was taken with the 
knowledge and approval of Government. 
Iam informed that the gates of the 
Basin, which is the property of the 
Corporation, were closed against the 
meeting, presumably by direction of the 
Corporation. 


Mr. NANNETTI said that, in conse- 
quence of the reply, he would ask leave 
to move the adjournment of the House 
to discuss the matter as one of urgent 
public importance. 


Dundalk Post Office Staff—Religious 
Belief. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
he is aware that on Ist July, 1899, when 
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a Protestant replaced a Roman Catholic 
in Dundalk Post Office, the staff con- 
sisted of eleven Roman Catholies and 
nine Protestants ; that since then thir- 
teen Protestant assistants have been 
brought to Dundalk, and the applica- 
tions of Roman Catholics for transfer 
to Dundalk have invariably been refused ; 
is he aware that the staff in Dundalk 
Post Office now consists of thirteen 
Protestants and eight Roman Catholics 
(including two telegraphists temporarily 
absert in Africa, but paid from Dundalk), 
and that the three telegraph engineers 
in charge of Duldalk district are 
Englishmen and Protestants ; and can 
he explain why, in a town more than 
three-fourths Roman Catholic, such 
denominational changes have _ been 
effected. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The Postmaster General has no know 
ledge of the religious belief of the staff 
employed in the Post Office at Dundalk. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Surely we are 
entitled to ask whether Catholics 
have applied to be transferred to 
Dundalk and been refused, while Pro- 
testants in less service have had their 
applications granted. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | 
do not think it is part of the Post- 
master General’s business to inquire 
into the religious opinions of Post Ottice 
servants. If a primé facie case has been 
made out that any one has been unfairly 
treated, or that people have been ap- 
pointed to posts for which they are not 
suited, there would be a case for an 
inquiry, and I am sure the Postmaster 
General would look into the matter 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: What I want to 
know is whether Catholics have not got 
promotion which has been given to 
Protestants. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said the Question 


had been answered. 


Treasury Contributions to Dublin Rates. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
is aware that when the Local Govern- 
ment Act passed the Treasury compelled 
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the County Council of Dublin to sur- 
render the offices at the four courts 
occupied by the grand jury; that the 
Treasury have now intimated that they 
will no longer pay the County Council 
of Dublin rates on a valuation of £1,753 
for the Phoenix Park, which was paid to 
their predecessors the grand jury; and 
that the County Council only heard 
indirectly of this refusal from the Com- 
missioners of Valuation, who explained 
that the omission of the park valuation 
was due to Treasury decision ; will he 
explain what discretion is given to the 
Commissioners of Valuation to alter 
their valuations at the orders of the 
Treasury ; what precedent exists for the 
Treasury making legal decisions on 
rating questions, andcommunicatingthem 
to the Irish Valuation Oftice ; and will 
the correspondence between the Treasury 
and the Valuation Commissioners be 
laid upon the Table; were the Irish 
‘aw Officers consulted as to whether the 
English rating decision, on which the 
Treasury rely, has any application to 
Ireland ; if not, who advised the Treasury 
that the case of Brockley Park, vested 
by private Actin definite public trusts in 
the London County Council, governed 
the case of a royal park in Dublin, which 
has been held not to bea public place ; 
has the action of the Treasury received 
his sanction, and, if so, will he allow it 
to be legally tested by a petition of right 
at the suit of the Dublin County Council. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Two 
entirely distinct subjects are involved in 
this Questiun. As regards the first, I 
have ascertained that, in reply to a letter 
fron the County Council asking for the 
continued use of the old grand jury 
rooms at the four courts, and for the 
allocation of an additional room or rooms, 
the Board of Works, in June, 1899, in- 
formed the County Council that they could 
not contemplate the prolonged occupa- 
tion by the Council of these rooms, 
though they desired to meet the con- 
venience of the County Council in regard 
to the date on which they should be 
given up, and that it was quite impossible 
tor them to allocate additional rooms. It 
was clear that the space formerly occupied 
by the grand jury was quite insufficient 
for the purpose of the County Council ; 
and, whatever reason may have originally 
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existed for having the grand jury offices 
in close connection with the courts, did 
not apply in the case of the County 
Council. As regards the rating of the 
Pheenix Park, the Treasury have decided 
that in future no contributionf in lieu of 
rates shall be made in respect of such 
portion of the Pheenix Park as is unen- 
closed and open to the public, or of the 
bailifl’s residence and certain lodges. | 
regret that, by an oversight, the local 
authorities were not informed of the reason 
of this change. No alteration has been 
made in the valuation of the park, nor 
have the Treasury made any legal 
decision on the subject. They have, 
however, always reserved to themselves 
the right to decide in the last resort upon 
any disputed question in connection with 
the contribution voluntarily made by 
His Majesty’s Government in lieu of rates, 
in whatever part of the United Kingdom 
it may arise. The Irish Law officers 
were not consulted in this case. J] 
cannot undertake to lay any _ inter- 
Departmental correspondence, nor is this, 
in my opinion, a proper subject for a 
petition of right as the contribution, is a 
purely voluntary act on the part of the 
Government. I have, however, been in 
correspondence with the County Council 
on the subject, and shall be happy to 
consider any further representations they 
may make. , 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman answer that part of the Ques- 
tion which he has carefully avoided, as to 
what right the Treasury had to interfere 
with the Valuation Oftice. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
They have not interfered. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Was not a letter 
sent by the Treasury to the Valuation 
Office telling them to omit this valuation ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The valuation has not been altered. 
The Government are under no obligation 
to make any contribution, and they have 
a perfect right to decide whether any 
contribution should be made, and, if so, 
to what extent. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Have the Treas- 
ury not communicated with the Valua- 
tion Office telling them to omit this 


| valuation from the rate ? 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Estates Commissioner has now been on 


Yes, Sir, they have communicated with 
the Valuation Office. They told them 
that no contribution was to be paid in 
respect of this property, but they have 
not interfered with the valuation. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: What power 
have the Treasury to order the Commis- 
missioners cf Valuation to omit this 
property ! 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): May 
I ask whether the Treasury base their 
action in this matter on a legal decision, 
and, if so, on what decision. 


That is not the 
This is leading 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 
Question on the Paper. 
to a debate. 


Mr. CLANCY: I think there is a 


reference to it in the Question. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Then I will ask 
the Attorney General for [reland—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must give notice if he in- 
tends to ask a Question of another 
Minister. 


Whitsun Bank Holiday. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): On 
beha f of the hon. Member for the Elland 
Division of Yorkshire, I heg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, in 
view of the chances of bad weather when 
Whitsuntide falls early, he will amend 
The Bank Holidays Act, 1871, by sub- 
stituting in the Schedule the words the 
first Monday in June for the Monday in 
Whitsun week. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If I were cer- 
tain that the first Monday in June would 
always be fine, and that the first Monday 
after Whitsunday would always be wet, 
I think the change suggested would be 
a good one; but, in view of the glorious 
uncertainties of our climate, I do not 
think it is necessary to make the altera- 
tion suggested by the hon. Member. 


Delay in Reply to a Question. 
Mr. E..J.C. MORTON (Devonport) : A 
Question addressed to the hon. Member 
for West Salford in his capacity as Charity 


the Paper three times, and on neither 
occasion has the hon. Member been in his 
place to answer it. I want to know—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is not a matter with which I can deal in 
any way. I am not aware whether the 
hon. Member for West Salford has had 
the fact that the Question is on the Paper 
brought to his notice, but I am sure he 
would not be guilty of any discourtesy. 


Mr. PLATT HIGGINS (Salford, N.): 
May I explain that my hon. friend is in 
Cornwall, and probably has not seen the 
Question. 


RIGHT OF PUBLIC MEETING IN IRE- 
LAND— CONDUCT OF POLICE— MOTION 
FOR ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. NANNETTI, Member for Dublin 
(College Green Division), rose in his 
place, and asked leave to move the 
Adjournment of the House for the 
purpose of discussing a definite matter 
of urgent public importance, viz., “the 
action of the Irish Executive in forcibly 
preventing a public meeting of the 
citizens of Dublin, and in assaulting a 
Member of this House and others”; 
but the pleasure of the House not 
having been signified, Mr. Speaker called 
on those Members who supported the 
Motion to rise in their places. and not 
ess than forty Members have accordingly 

risen : 


The Motion stood over, under Stand- 
ing Order 17, until the Evening Sitting, 
this day. 

SUPPLY—TENTH ALLOTTED DAY. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 

[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 

Penrith) in the Chair]. 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1902 3. 
1. £4,812,700, Shipbuilding, Repa rs, 
Maintenance, etc.—JJat/riel, 


CHARLES DILKE 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean): 
On a former occasion in the course 
of the present session, when we dis- 
cussed the programme of the present 
year for shipbuilding, I ventured to state 


*(2.40.) SIR 
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that that programme was extraordinarily 
below the average of recent years, and 
was, in fact, far too low. The pro- 
gramme, as those members of the 
Committee who watch these questions 
know, and as some members of the 
Committee may have forgotten, has 
no bearing on the expenditure of the 
resent financial year. In order to 
illustrate that, I may point to the fact 
that the ships provided for in the 
programme of last year have not been 
begun. One, a large battleship, was 
laid down only last Saturday, but as 
to the cruisers they are—if we are to 
accept recently published statements— 
in doubt as to the thickness of the 
armour to be used. At any rate 
the money taken for new _ ships 
under the 


programme of last year 
has not been expended. Now, the 
extraordinary smallness of the new 


programe of this year does not affect 
the expenditure of this year, which is 
virtually the same as last year, both on 
the whole and as regards new construc- 
tion. ‘‘ New construction” does not 
mean the “new programme,” and it is 
“new programme” that I want to dis- 
cuss on the present occasion. It is not 
the case that a great diminution in new 
programme has been brought about by 
a recent alliance with a maritime Power. 
In February last the Government 
informed us that they had not taken into 
consideration, in connection with their 
new programme, the a'liance with Japan, 
and there is a reason which makes it 
pretty certain that that is so, for while 
we have made a new alliance with a 
maritime Power, we have lost virtually 
an alliance with another maritime Power. 
Some years ago Mr. Goschen told us that 
if we had to fight in the Mediterranean 
we should not fight alone. That was, no , 
doubt, an allusion to our engagements 
with Italy, and the speeches of Commo- | 
dore Hewett, as well as the Notes 
exchanged in 1888, were indicative that 
we had entered into an alliance for | 
maritime purposes in the Mediterranean. , 
But we cannot, on this Vote, discuss the | 
circumstances under which that alliance | 
has disappeared. We shall, no doubt, be 


able to raise the question on the Foreign | 


Office Vote. 


As I have said, we were told that | 
the alliance with Japan had not} 
VOL. CVIIL. 
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been taken into consideration by the 
Government as affecting their new 
programme for the year. The new pro- 
gramme for the present year is the 
smallest we have ever had, and by tar 
the smallest of all recent years. When 
on a previous occasion | made that 
statement, the Secretary to the Admiralty 
gave a reply which, I think, will not 
stand the test of exam-nation. He said 
that the programme was, after all, not 
much smaller than that of recent years, 
and headded there was a large secondary 
programine—a large fresh programme of 
destroyers and smaller ships. But that 
can hardly be said to be the case. The 
average construction of destroyers for 
some years past has been larger than is 
provided for in the present programme. 
It is true there are some destroyers in 
the programme of this year, but the ex- 
penditure is very small compared with the 
expenditure on battleships and first-class 
cruisers. Let mecoinpare the programme 
of the present year with the G:schen 
programmes, The figures are as follows: 
1896—five battleships and four ‘irst- 
class cruisers; 1897—four battleships, 
followed in July by a programme for 
cruisers; 1898—three battleships and 
four first-class cruisers, followed in July 
by a programme for more cruisers; 1899 
—two battleships and four first-class 
cruisers ; 1900—two battleships and six 
first-class cruisers; 1901—three battle- 
ships and six first-class cruisers. in 1901 


the programme was greatly delayed. 


Indeed, all these Goschen programmes, 
which Mr. Goschenat thetime represented 
as the minimum consistent with the 
safety of the country, have fallen behind 
As regards the last of these programmes 
(that for 1901) there has been delay in 
the giving out of the orders. Mr. Goschen 
maintained that these programmes were 
the least the safety of the country would 
allow him to present, and many Members 
will remember that he used that expres- 
sion year after year, and that he said in 
each February if he found the programme 
were not sufficient he would present a 
further one in July—and he did that in 
two or three years. He gave certain 
reasons why it had been impossible to 
present a larger programme. First there 
was the engineering lock-out, which, no 
doubt, affected the shipbuilding power of 
the country to a considerable degree. 


2M 
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Then there was the difficulty of obtaining 
machinery, which arose, in part but not 
entirely, from the lock-out, and there was 
the question of the power of the country 
to produce armour-plates. But since 
then these difficulties have been overcome. 
More firms are making armour-plates, 
and there is not that pressure which existed 
at the time when Japanese warships were 
being built in this country. At one time 
it was almost impossible to find a vacant 
slip on which large battleships could be 
laid, but that difficulty does not now exist. 
We have one additional large slip at Devon- 
port, and probably vacant slips will be 
found in our dockyards as well as in 
private yards. It is quite clear that these 
minimum programmes, which were put 
forward by Mr. Goschen as being the 
smaliest which the safety of the country 
justified, were based on material considera- 
tions which no longer affect the problem, 
and there is therefore good reason for 
critically examining the new programme 
of the present vear, and seeing whether 
it is in fact sutticient for the needs of the 
country. ‘lhe Secretary for the Admiralty 
on the last oceasion said that, taking 
battleships and jirst-classarmoured cruisers 
together, the present year only shows a 
ditference of two as compared with the 
last The difference is much 
greater than that. It is nearly as two to 
one. Then the hon. Gentleman said we 
have to set against that a much larger 
number of destroyers. That again I deny. 
He spoke of a considerable addition of sub- 
marine hoats and of the new class of scouts. 
But in the present state of knowledge, 
submarine boats cannot be reckoned as 
a sure addition to our offensive power. 
Battleships and first-class cruisers are the 
only ships which can hy any conceivable 
possibility take their place in line of 
battle. Im 1899 there were six, in 1900 
eight, in 1901 nine, in the present year 


few vears. 


four. Instead of being only two short, 
we only reach half the standard of the 
last three vears. It is the smallest pro- 


gramme since 1891. The smallest Spencer 
programme was in 1894, but that was 
followed by an enormous programme in 
1895, when we had seven battleships 


provided for. The programme of the 
Government is the smallest since the 


Vote of Censure moved by the Con- 

servative Party on Mr. Gladstone’s 

Government for the smallness of their 

programme, which was the same as that 

of this year. The Secretary to the 
Str Chares Dilke. 
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Admiralty in explaining away the penury 
of his programme takes into account the 
sinaller ships, but if that is done my case 
is strengthened. In 1894 we had seven 
battleships and six second-class cruisers, 
and in 1895 four first-class cruisers and 
four second. There are no second-class 
eruisers this year. 

Let us consider the position into 
which this very small programme will 
land us in the long run. It is of 
course possible that the rate of progress 
will be equalised by a heavy programme 
next year, but what the House desires js 
stealy progress. ‘The great jumps from 
small to large programmes have always 
been obnoxious to the House. and they are 
specially inconvenient to contractors who 
supply machinery and armour-plate, and 
who have to look a long way ahead. It 
might affect their power to take contracts 
for the new Japanese ships. Compare our 
position with that of foreign Powers. 
Last year Germany launched five _first- 
class battleships, and France has in two 
years laid down eleven battleships or first- 
class armoured cruisers. Our present new 
programme is smaller than that therefore 
of two foreign Powers, at least. My 
allegation is that the Government are 
giving a false impression. They have 
very much delayed the programme of 
last vear, and I should like to press for 
information as to how far there has been 
change at the last moment with regard 
to that programme. The armed cruisers 
have been greatly retarded ; the money 
taken has not been spent, and the orders 
have been delayed. ‘There are, no doubt, 
several causes for this ; one of them being 
a doubt as to the character of the boilers 
to be put in the ships. However, it is 
clear that there has been a delay which 
affected the programme of last year with 
regard to battleships and cruisers. This 
is a subject on which i feel most strongly. 
There has also been a great deal of doubt 
thrown on the character of the material 
of ow new ships, aceording to the dis 
cussions which have taken place abroad. | 
am quite willing toadmit that the French 
Admiralty are even more Conserva- 
tive than ourown. They, however, have 
a magnificent fleet of the highest fighting 
capacity, supplied with the finest weapons 
science has produced. The discussions 
which oceur in the French Chambers, 
where there are a large number of 
ex-Ministers of Marine and a considerable 
number of distinguished men of science 
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and admirals, are always extremely 
instructive ; indeed they are s.me of 
the best debates on naval questions that 
take place inthe whole world. Y aratter 
year they carefully hammer out these 
questions, and [ think Members of this 
House have a good deal to learn from the 
debates in the French Chambers. The 
present French Minister of Marine, a 
distinguished man of science who watches 
scientific questions with great care, 
said last year what has been stated 
previously in France with regard to the 
speed of our ships, that we exaggerate it, 
and that our speed trials are not satis- 
factory. Whereas formerly the French 
experts dropped off one knot from the 
speed of British ships, they now take 
off two knots. Where we claim eighteen 
or seventeen and a half knots, the toreign 
experts say this ought to be compared 
with French ships of sixteen knots. 
Again, as to protection, it has been 
stated in the Senate and the Chamber 
that British ships are inferior, and they 
claim that the armour of a large number 
of our first-class ships is liable to be 
pierced by the French secondary arma- 
ment. A very useful Report has been 
recently made by a Committee on the 
question of the delay in completing new 
ships. There are an immense number 
of ships brought round to Portsmouth 
and Devonport to be pulled about, and 
there they remain for an_ indefinite 
period; even those very ships which 
the contractors deliver to time, and 
some before their time, remain in 
those two harbours. What is the remedy ? 
We should adopt the principle applied 
by Russia and Japan, namely, that a 
ship shall be finisl:ed where she is built, 
and under the supervision of the 
officer who is to hoist his pennant on her. 
I think that is a reasonable suggestion, 
and | should be glad to hear the opinion of 
experts on that point. We used to be 


in connection with the Paris Exhibition 
and the Eiffel Tower, which liave 
been carried out in four years. I 
desire to initiate a discussion upon 
what appear to me to be essential and 
material points in our naval policy. I 
will not move the Amendment of which 
I have given notice, lest it should limit 
unduly the scope of the debate. 


(3.6) Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
(Dundee) said his right hon. friend had re- 
newed the protest he made earlier in the 
sessionagainst what hecalled the penury of 
our new programme, but seeing that the 
total Estimate amounts to £32,000,000, he 
thought that a great many things would 
have to be considered before they could 
encourage the expenditure of more than 
the Admiralty, with a fuil sense of its 
responsibility, considered to be necessary 
for the naval defence of the Empire. 

He wished, for one moment, to 
advert to the remarkable conditions under 
which this Vote is being taken. This 
was the first week after Whitsuntide, 
when usually the bulk of the legislative 
programme of the Government was 
before the House, but instead of adher- 
ing to the arrangement by which one 
day a week was to be given to Supply, 
they were giving the whole week to 
it. He thought it was most incon- 
venient, and it could: not be said to 
be a matter of necessity, because the 
Admiralty had obtained Supply to the 
extent of £15,000,000. He was, how- 
ever, ready to admit that the circum- 
stances of the time are exceptional in 
many respect:. He was anxious that 
opportunities of further discussion on 
the Navy Estimates should not be taken 
away, because there were many questions 
of great importance which could not be 
conclusively determined in this debate. 
There were great questions connected 
with Vote 12, and also with the present 


_ Vote, which could not possibly be dis- 


told that it took two years to complete | 


a ship, but now it takes four years clear. 


She was begun in 1898, and she is 
only nearing completion now. Otherships 
are far from being ready for commission, 
as we knew with regard to the pro- 


gramme of 1897. Just let us consider | 


what that means and the number of 
great ironworks, great engineering 
enterprizes, including the ironwork done 





cussed at the present moment. He 
appealed to the right hon. Gentleman, 


age Boge : | that, in the sense of the conditional 
The ‘‘ Vengeance” is a case in point. | 


promise he had given the other day, 


these indeterminable questions should be 
submitted to the House at some more 
convenient time. It was not right that 
this should be the last opportunity of 
discussing these indeterminable questions. 
One of these concerned the Merchant 
Cruiser system, in connection with the 
new shipping combination which had 
2M 2 
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attracted so much attention in the House 
and country. He was not going to deal 
in any way with the principle of the 
Merchant Cruiser system. His hon. and 
gallant friend the Member for Great 
Yarmouth had an Amendment down on 
the Paper, which would raise the whole 
of that question. Nor did he want to 
press the Government for any declaration 
about the view they took of the effect 
of the new shipping combination upon 
that system. That was a separate and 
special question, and the Government 
had told the House that the matter was 
engaging their attention. But there was 
one portion of the subject to which he 
wished to advert. As he understood the 
position, it was that the White Star 
Line’s contract was about to expire ; that 
a new contract had been made for a new 
period of three years, and that one of 
the conditions of that new contract was 
that during these three years the sub- 
sidised and pre-emptible ships of that 
line should remain British ships. Now, 
it had been asserted over and over again 
by persons chiefly responsible, and some 
of whom might be present in the House 
of Commons, that the Oceanic Steam- 
ship Company, which meant the White 
Star Line, had not parted with one of 
their ships ; that the Oceanic Steamship 
Company was not in the Combine at all. 
What had taken place was that the 
contract, if it became effective, would 
turn out all the existing shareholders of 
the Oceanic Company, who were British 
subjects, and put in their places share- 
holders who were foreign subjects. 


THE SECRETARY To tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNoLp-Forster, Belfast, 
W_ ) said he did not think this subject could 
be discussed under this Vote—which was 


Part IJ. It came specially under Part 
III. of the Vote. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
was proceeding on the assumption, which 
was pretty well expressed at an earlier 
period of the session, that although divided 
into sections, both parts were to be taken as 
one Vote. Discussion was otherwise im- 
possible, because the same subject-matter 
ran througb all the sections. The 
separate sections were not separate 
Votes, but only sections of the same | 
Vote. However, he would not press 
the Secretary to the Admiralty on that | 

Mr. Edmund Robertson. 


{COMMONS} 
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point. What he wanted to be sure of 
was, whether the Oceanic Steamship 
Company would remain a British cor. 
poration, and all its ships would be 
under the British flag even if every share 
were to pass from British ownership into 
foreign ownership. He doubted alto 
gether the policy of giving subventions 
to ships which, although technically 
British ships, had ceased substantially 
to be British ships. If the name of 
“ British ship” had any national char. 
acter at all, it ought not to be applied 
to ships which, although owned by cor. 
porations technically British, were prae- 
tically owned by persons foreigners to 
this country. He wanted to be sure of 
his ground, and to utter, as far as he 
was concerned, a curvat against renew. 
ing a subvention to the White Star 
Line. The hon. Gentleman would 
admit that that was an important point 
which could not be determined now, and 
that this Vote ought to be left open to 
the House for more effective discussing 
hereafter. 

Another point was distinctly relevant 
to every one of the sections of this 
Vote. In the First Lord’s Statement 
there was an important announcement 
with reference to the Australian Squadron. 
The First Lord said— 

“The question of the future composition of 
the Australian Squadron will be discu-sed 
with «elegates from the Australian Cuommon- 
weslth and New Zealand during the coure 
of the year.” 

That, he took it, meant only the arrange 
ment which had subsisted between the 
Admiralty on the one hand and _ the 
Australasian Colonies on the other, as 
to the contributions from each to the 
cost of the local squadron in Australian 
waters. But beyond that statement of 
the First Lord, they had had this session 


'a far more important statement bearing 


on the same subject, made by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. The other day 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer renewed 
the pledge which he had given five years 
ago, that the contribution of the colonies 
to the Imperial Navy could not remain 
in its present condition, and that the 
existing system was not a permanent 
one. Now, that was a question which 
ought to be fully and fairly considered 
by the House this session, and it would 


_have been most convenient to have kept 


back this Vote until after the Coronation 
and until the Conference with the 
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Colonial delegates had taken place. 
There was another point of great 
importance which should be of interest 
to the hon. Member for Gateshead, 
but which, it appeared to him, could not 
be in any sense conclusively discussed 
now. He referred to the greater boiler 
question, about which those who were 
interested in it would find a most able 
and lucid statement in this day’s issue of 
the Pull Mall Gazette. They were told 
in the beginning of the session by the 
First Lord of the Admiralty that the 
interim Report of the Boiler Committee 
had been laid before Parliament, with the 
Report of the trials of the “ Minerva,” but 
that the final Report of the Committee 
had not been presented, because they 
had not brought their experiments to a 
conclusion. Now, the gravest issues— 
he spoke as one who was partly re 
sponsible for the introduction of these 
water-tube boilers—were raised in con- 
nection with this important Report ; and 
he confessed he was of opinion that it 
would be most convenient to have had 
this Vote postponed to the usual later 
period of the session, when the Com- 
mittee would have before them not 
merely the interim Report of the Com- 
mittee—which, he might say, was not 
satisfactory—but the final one. He hoped 
the hon. Gentleman would tell the Com- 
mittee what were the prospects of the 
production of that concluding Report, and 
whether an opportunity would be afforded 
of discussing the whole question when it 
had become actual. As a matter of fact 
it Was not now actual, because of a certain 
announcement which had appeared in 
today’s newspapers. The Admiralty, the 
previous night, had issued a statement, 
which he had not seen in official form, 
but which he might presume to be 
correct, showing that the six new County 
cruisers, as they were called, about to be 
built were going to be constructed under 
an entirely new system of boilering. 
There was going to be a combination of 
one-fifth cylindrical boilers and four-fifths 
water-tube boilers; and the water-tube 


boilers were in each of the six cases to. 


be of a special type. 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: In four. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
thought six. But, at all events, there was 
avery remarkable variation. In the first 
place, there was a combination of boilers, 


which, he thought, was new in the Admir- 
alty system, although it had been tried 
elsewhere; and then there was a wonderful 
variety in the elements of the combina- 
tion. His observation was that this 
variation pointed clearly to the fact 
that it was a great experiment. It was 
almost impossible to conceive that, after 
all that had been said in favour of 
unity of type of boilers, the Admiralty 
should have adopted deliberately a varia- 
tion of this remarkable kind. If it were 
merely an experiment he would leave it 
to experts to say what they thought of it 
from that point of view; but, whether 
experimental or not he should like to ask 
whether that remarkable development 
had been adopted as the result of the 
recommendation of the Boiler Committee. 
He pressed this question, because he saw 
it stated in one of the professional news- 
papers that that was not so, and that the 
Admiralty had already given the go-bye 
to this Committee. 

He had made three points which 
were all relevant to the Vote; all 
questions of public importance and he 
thought that if the Vote was really to be 
passed now, some opportunity ought to be 
reserved for the consideration of these 
questions, and he suggested that the Vote 
should not be passed today but should be 
reserved to a later period of the session, 
when they might hope that all those 
points would be in such a position as 
would enable the House to say what it 
thought of them. There were, however, 
some minor matters on which information 
was desirable. What was the nature of 
the change which the Admiralty had 
decided, it was said, to make in regard to 
the armouring of the new County cruisers ! 
As he understood, it was proposed to add 
two inches to the thickness of the armour, 
it having been discovered that what was 
called capped shot was capable of pene- 
trating the armour now used. The next 
point to which he desired to draw atten- 
tion was that in the First Lord’s state- 
ment it was announced that a new class of 
destroyer—the scout—was to be created, 
and that the shipbuilders were to be 
asked to submit designs. What had been 
the result of that experiment? With 
regard to the rather frequent accidents to 
destroyers, was the Admiralty satisfied 
with the navigating training possessed by 
the officers in command of vessels of this 
type? Lastly, it would be very desirable 
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if the deliberate opinion of the Admiralty 
on the value of the submarines could now 


be communicated. 


(3.54.) Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The 
right hon. Member for the Foresi of Dean 
has refirred again to the insufficiency, as 
he considers it, of the programme of the 
number of ships to be constructed. I do 
not think the Admiralty have any desire 
to censure so laudable a spirit as that 
which urges additions to the Fleet ; but 
in this case | think I can show that there 
is not the great urgency in this matter 
which the right hon. Gentleman has 
represented, and that there is not that 
failure on the part of the Admiralty 
which the right hon. Gentleman suggests. 
The right hon. Gentleman has elimin- 
ated from the consideration of this ques- 
tion the question of cost and of what is 
actually being done. I donot think that is 
quite tair. If the right hon. Gentleman 
desired to prove his case, he would have 
to show, as he cannot show, that the 
Admiralty are not aware of the necessities 
of coming years and are not providing for 
the service of those years. The Committee, 
perhaps, do not realize the magnitude of 
the work which is now being done by the 
Boardof Admialty whichis charged hy the 
right hon. Gentleman with this inability 
to appreciate the necessitics of the future. 
Since | addressed the Committee in April 
last year, no less than thirty-five ships have 
been completed and passed into the Navy, 
and during the present year there are no 
less than seventy-five ships actually under 
construction. ‘That number includes 
fourteen battleships and twenty-four 
armowed crusiers. This is a colossal 
addition to the resources of the Navy : 
and when it is added that there are in 
immediate contemplation twenty-seven 
other ships, the Committee will realize 
that the hands of the Admiralty are pretty 
full. We are teld that in comparison with 
the programmes of other nations we are 
not doing enough, and it is impossible to 
deny that there is a point of view from 
which that proposition may be sustained. 
If it is to be assumed that we are to 
provide « navai torce equal to combating 
on equal terms all the navies of the 
world combined, then no expenditure 
would realise that hope. But I do want 
the Committee to understand how we 
are situated in regard to one or two of | 
the most powerful navies of the world. 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 


{COMMONS} 
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The Vote for new construction alone in 
the current year is over £9,000,000, 
That is within £1,000,000 of the entire 
naval estimates of such great Powers 
as Germany or Russia, and when the 
auxiliary services under Vote 8 and 
the Vote for gunnery are added, the 


figures are still more startling. While 
the total German naval Estimates are 
£10,000,000 and those of France are 
£12,000,000, our Votes & and 9 have 
reached the enormous total of over 
£18,000,000. This expenditure — is 


lamentable, but I should be the last 


person to deny that it is absolutely 
necessary. Surely it would be a strong 


thing to say thatthe Government which 
sanctions, and thecountry which sustains, 


such a burden are neglecting their 
duties inthe matter of shipbuilding. 
The Admiralty are doing all that 


is possible to complete and render 
eifective at sea the enormous number 
of ships on their hands. They 
have not neglected, and do not intend 
to neglect, the work of coming years. 
I can assure the Committee that the 
Admiralty have placed before ‘ii mselves 
the standard which has over and over 
again been presented to the [touse and 
assented to by the House, and they have 
based the whole of their exlculations for 
new construction on a procedure cal 
culated to maintain that standard in 
years to come 2s it has been maintained 
in the past. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that it was very unwise to have a 
great excess in one year not maintained 
in the next. If the Admiralty were to 
take the right hon. Gentleman's advice 
and in.this particular year to begin lay- 
ing down a large number of additional 
ships, such a burden would be imposed 
two years hence that the exact evil which 


ithe right hon. Gentleman desires to 
avoid would be produced. We have 
taken great pains to ascertain that 


under the system which we have adopted 
we shall be able, by an expenditure not 
less, but I hope not substantially more, 
than that to be sanctioned in the present 
year, to lay down and complete the 
battieships and cruisers necessary to 
maintain the standard of comparative 
strength which the House has hitherto 


approved. I should be the last person to 
say that the developments of — ship- 
building in other countries may 
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not necessitate in the next few) 
years some abnormal increase of the | 


rate of building. But that necessity has 
not yet arisen. When it does arise | am 


sure the Government will be ready to | 


ask the House, whatever the cost may be, 
toprovide for that extra expenditure. We 
are not going to allow the rate of ship- 
building to decline. 
fall behind in that respect. We know 
what we are doing, and that we are 


doing an enormous amount of work. 


| being transferred 
We are not going to | 


It must not be supposed that there is | 


any foundation for the suggestion that 
the Admiralty «re allowing the yards to 
rest in idlene-s. It is impossible to work 
at the constriction of seventy ships and 
not to give an enormous amount of 
employment to dockyards and 
private vards. 

*Sirn CHARLES DILKE said that he 
only contended that Portsmouth was 
becoming a repairing yard rather than a 
yard for new construction. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : 
true th the past there have been 
special! causes which interfered with 
the rate of shipbuilding, but these have 
been removed. I believe that at the 
present inoment the Admiralty are taking 


the 


It is quite 


at in 


full advantage of the accelerated condi- 
tions governing the production of work 
which now exist. The right hon. 
Gentleman truly said that there have 


been di lays in the completion of 
but | believe that substantiaily those 
arrears which have been the continuing 
cause of interference with the production 
of ships have come to an end. It is true 
that the ships which were affected by those 
arrears are still behind. But we have, 
during the last few months, shortened up 
the delay which appeared to be inevitable a 
short time ago, and to that extent we have 
retrieved the misfortune caused by the 
delays in the past. The case of the 
“Vengeance” has been mentioned by the 
right hon. Baronet. The ‘“ Vengeance” 
is one of a class of six ships, and it is true 
that though now in commission, she was 
delaved considerably more than her 
sister ships, but what was the reason 
for the delay with regard to the “ Ven- 
geance 7” 
“Vengeance ” 


ships, 


was not produced by any 
of the ordinary causes which delayed 
other ships. She was built at Barrow, 


The delay in the case of the | 
ig expressly so stated. 


and was delayed by the breaking down of | 


the sill of the Ramsden dock. 
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*Simrk CHARLES DILKE: Is it not a 
fact that the Return shows that there was 
a delay in many other matters connected 
with the “ Vengeance ” 4 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It was this 
accident which prevented the ship from 
to the other parts 
of the yard and from being completed. 
The case of the ‘ Vengeance” was, 
therefore, aluogether an abnormal case, 
but | do not deny that there have 
been those unfortunate delays, and that 


there are still delays which nobody 
regrets more than I do. There has 
been a delay in the commencement 


ot the new armoured cruisers of last 
years programme. These ships snould 
have been laid down at the 
of March last. They are now being laid 


Close 


down, but there has been a delay of 
a month in beginning with them. This 
delay is not without a reason In the 


first place, a vast amount of special 
designing was required for these ships 
ans te battleshipsof the same programme, 
and at the time a transfer was being made 
between the last Director of Naval 
Construction and the new. There 
was some loss of time on that account ; 
and another cause of delay has been 
the question of boilers. We have been 
held back by the delay arising out of the 
postponement of a decision with regard to 
the boilers to be put into tuese ships ; and 
those two considerations have resulted in 
the delays to the ships. But I believe 
that, owing to the accelerating conditions 
in the building vards, the completion of 
these ships will not be extended beyond 
the anticipated dates of delivery. With 
regard to the future, over which the 
Board of Admiralty has some control, | 
think that the outlook is a good deal 
more cheertul. 

The right hon. Gentleman reterred 
to the Report of the Committee, over 
which I myself presided. With re- 
gard to the recommendations of the Com- 
mittee, it has been suggested that the re- 
marks of the hon. Member for Maidstone 
and Sir Thomas Sutherland were dissen- 
tient reports from the main body of the 
Report. That is not so, except where it 
To a large extent 


the other members of the Committee 


agreed with these additional recom- 
mendations. But it was clear that 
the House, having appointed these 
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two independent gentlemen as members 
of the Committee, would desire to have 
their opinion on the matter referred to 
them: and I asked these gentlemen to 
append their remarks as independent 
members on these points. I am most 
anxious that it should not be supposed 
that the remarks by my hon. friend and 
Sir Thomas Sutherland indicated dissent 
from the main propositions advanced by 
the Committee as a whole: they should 
rather be regarded as expansions of the 
main Report. The Report itself has a 
great bearing on the matters raised by 
the right hon. Baronet, and I should like 
to point out that effect has already, 
to a large extent, been given to its 
recominendations. It recommended 
that the Controller's Department should 
be strengthened, in order to accelerate 
the work of construction. The Depart- 
ment has been and is being materially 
strengthened. It expressedthe hope that 
armour production might be more rapid. 
The armour casemates tor the conversion 
of ships of the Royal Sovereign class has 
been obtained in six weeks from the date 
of the Order. The doekyards seconded 
the ettorts of the armour manufacturers, 
and the other day | saw one of the ships 
which had had her casements put on 
and had gone out to her gun trials with- 
in two months. The Committee recom- 
mended similarity, as far as possible, in 
gun-mountings and the designs of ships. 
Recently an agreement was made with 
the gun-making firms of Elswick and 
Vickers, which, | believe, will be most 
fruitful in the future. These two im- 
portant firms agreed to make abso- 
lutely uniform the whole of their heavy 
gun- mountings, so that those pro- 
duced by one firm will be interchange- 
able with another. Again, the Report 
recommended that the Admiralty should 
adopt the system of contracts without 
tender. That recommendation has been 
followed, and the Admiralty have recently 
sent, under the system known as a 
“Schedule of Prices” two ships for re- 
pairs, one to a Scottish yard, and one to 
an Irish yard: and they are waiting 
with the greatest possible interest the 
result of this experiment. We have 
been told by great contractors that the 
Admiralty did not trust them enough or 
give them enough liberty, and that if 


the Department would only fall into | 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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their methods of construction, the work 
would be done well, and the Admiralty 
would get the whole benefit of their pon | 


experience. I quite concur with “tes 
point of view. [ think that they are 
right. We must depend much less on 


the m/nuteness of inspection or exami- 
nation of accounts, and more on their 
good faith and their desire to maintain 
their reputation for the excellence of 
their work. In pursuance of the Com- 
mittee’s recommendation we have taken 
the step referred to with the greatest 
possible confidence in the great firms to 
whom the work has been entrusted, 
believing that they will justify all that 
has been said on their behalf, and that 
the nation will effect economy in expendi- 
ture, with an improvement in the rate 
of execution. There was also a recom- 
mendation that standardising should be 


carried out to a larger extent. We are 
doing everything that can be done, 


without interfering with the essential 
difference that must exist in naval 
work, in the direction ot standardising 


the component parts of our work, 
and in obtaining similarity between 
large parts of the ships and _ the 
armament. It was further recom- 
mended that special precautions 


should be taken to guard against the 
consequences of financial failure in the 
ease of any firm with which the 
Department had contracts. That 
recommendation was the result of 
evidence given that the Department 
had suffered very much in the past by 
the insolvency of two important firms 
to whom great contracts had been 
entrusted. In pursuance of this recom- 
mendation we have taken further and, 
as we believe, sufficient steps to guard 
ourselves in the future. 

There is one matter of very great 
importance which was mentioned by the 
right hon. Baronet. and I hope the step 
the Department proposes to take will 
gratify him and others. We hope 
to allow ships to be completed in the 
contract yards in which they are 
laid down. It is true that that practice 
is carried out in other countries, and 
there is certainly nothing in the consti- 
tution of our great contract yards, oF 
in the qualifications of our great 
contractors which should incapacitate 


them from doing what is done by 
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builders in other countries. That is an | 
experiment which has not heretofore | 


Supply—Navy 


been taken by the Admiralty, but 
it is one which they propose to 


take with the greatest possible con- 
fidence that they will be met more 


than half-way by the contractors 
whom they are making their partners 
in this matter. Another step is 


to be taken which is not specifically 
recommended in the Report, but which is 
cognate to the whole spirit of the Com- 
mittee’s recommendations. Weare mak- 
ing arrangements by which we hope the 
repairs of destroyers can be effected with 
greater ra idity and certainty than has 
been the case up to the present time. 
I hope the Committee will understand 
that, as far as the Admiralty are con- 
cerned, when a Committee is appointed 
for a purpose of this kind, they feel it 
is due to them to give effect, as far as 
possible, to the recommendations of the 
Committee. { want to make it quite 
clear that this is not a case of two dis- 
tinguished yentlemen having been asked 
to inform the public and the Committee, 
and then, after they have taken great 
trouble withthe matter, of their views being 
entirely neglected. Happily their views 
are very largely in harmony with those 
of the Admiralty, and 1 believe we shall 
have some real improvement in the matter. 
As we shall have diseussions on other 
matters, 1 need say no more on this point, 
except to ask the Committee to believe 
that on the all-important question of 
programiue, the Admiralty is alive to the 
necessities of the case. 


*Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS (Sheffield, 
Ecclesall) said there was a good reason 
for the delay to which reference had been 
made. As a director of one of the large 
armament firms, he could say that large 
expenditure was at the time required on 
plant. 
been spent in laying down new plant to 
meet the requirements of the Govern- 
ment, but, in consequence of the delay 
in last year’s shipbuilding programme, 
that plant was lying idle, with the result 
that men had had to be dismissed from 


the yards, and great distress prevailed in | 


the Hast End of Sheffield. Tenders had 
been issued for the armour of three 
battleships which ought to have been laid 
down last year, but no orders had been 
given out, and until those orders were 
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given out it was impossible to put the 
men on the work. He reminded the 
Seeretary to the Admiralty that the late 
First Lord visited Shettield some time 
back and pressed his firm to make 
necessary expenditure on plant. Sir 
William White did the same, and said they 
could depend on the Admiralty for orders. 
They had, therefore, some reason to com- 


Estimates. 


plain that, having incurred the ex- 
penditure, the works were idle. He 
asked for some assurance that there 


should be continuous orders in future, 
instead of the present under 
which there were orders one year and 
none the next. The people could then 
be kept at work, instead of being com- 
pelled to go into the workhouse as they 
were now doing. 


system 


*(4.7.) Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gates- 
head) expressed his pleasure at the state- 
ment of the Secretary to the Admiralty 
as to the progress of the work in hand, 
also as to his efforts to standardise details 
of machinery and other minutiz in con- 
nection with ships and engines. These 
were steps in the right direction, and 
were on modern engineering lines. His 
statement as to the number of ships 
launched last year, and at present under 
construction, however, was nothing to 
go by. The question was not as to the 
number, bat as to the quality of the 


ships. During the past few years 
millions of money had been voted for 
vessels, and the Committee had been 


told they were to be the best in the 
world. ‘The Admiralty were warned that 
the vessels were not as represented, and 
those warnings had been verified. Ports- 
mouth dockyard had become a veritable 
repairing depét, and the same remark 
would soon be true with regard to 
Chatham, Devonport, and Sheerness. 
The vessels which had been so much 
vaunted were now being towed to 
various ports in the country to be 
| practically renewed and renovated. No 
one could tell from the Estimates how 
much these repairs were costing. Here 
were vessels, built at a cost of nearly 
| three-quarters of a million of money, 
and having done no practical work, lying 
helpless! The strength of the Navy 
| lay not in the number, but in the quality 
of its ships. Nine years ago he warned 
|the Liberal Administration, and then 
| the succeeding Conservative Administra- 
tion, against the use of Belleville boilers. 
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The views he then expressed had been 
ccmpletely verified. Sixty or seventy 
first-class ships were fitted with boilers 
which a Committee had condemned. 
That was the true position of the 
Navy, and there was no getting away 


from it. ‘lo give one instance. One 
vessel, HAMS. “Russell,” was fitted 
up to distil! 120 tons of water a 


day, but the from her boilers 


leakage 


alone ran up to 150 tons a day, and 
she could not keep her supply of water. 
That was a brandnew ship! It was 


simply terrible. Then there were vessels 
going on trial trips and being unable 
to accomplish them. the given 
being hot bearings and so forth. but all 
these things were done under the super- 
vision of the Admiralty ii spectors. 
question would have to be faced, 
if the ships coula not do the work for 
which they were required, day in, day 
out, at full speed or half speed, they 
were hot warships at all, and they could 
not be relied upon for the defence of the 

country, and of the mercantile marine. 
What had been the culminating point 
in connection with the man who had 
exploited John Buil so cleverly, of the 
foreign called, 
plucked this country of thousands and 

thousands of pounds and given them 
TI Boiler Committee would 


what ? Phi 
tell them, their ships would tell them, 
And who 


e@Xcuist 


Chis 


because 


engineer, so who had 


: t Ser 
how they had been exploited. 


stood ayainst the adopticn of these 
boilers? Not one. They were told 


that they were adopted on the advice 
of Admiralty experts. The Admiralty 
experts used to write papers about 
water-tube boilers, but he challenged any 
man to read a paper before the Insti- 
tute of Naval Architects on the value 
of these boilers now. The Committee 
would be interested to know what liad 


become of this gentleman. He had 
heard from a friend in Paris, and he 
wished tie House to know that 


their so-called Admiralty experts acted 
upon a report made to them by a 
French engineer in the British navy, 
who got promotion for it, and whose 
report had been stultitied in every repect. 
Who were those Admiralty experts, and 
where were they now! M. de Laumay 
Belleville had. at a general meeting of 
the shareholders of the J/essayeries 
Muritimes, been removed from the 
directorate of the company, with the 
Mr, William Allan. 
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object of suppressing his boilers jn 
their fleet: and, had that company not 
been heavily subsidised by the French 
Government, it would have been ruined 
long ago. He would not weary the 
House by dwelling upon the Belleville 
boiler. They had now killed that 
boiler in the British Navy, and he 
hoped that it would never be resur. 
rected. But what a lesson! He noticed 
that the Admiralty had now been advised 
to put ina combination of boilers consist- 
ing of one-fifth circular and four fifths 
water-tube. But why have four-fifths 
witer-tube boilers when they had been 
condemned by the Committee? | Cries 


of “ No, No.”| 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : They 


both condemned and approved them. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : ‘They con- 
demned the Belleville boilers, but they 
recommended water-tube boilers. 


*Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: No, no. 
Stand up square; no quibl/ing. They 
recommended water-tube boilers ‘if a 
satisfactory type could be produced.” 


Mr ARNOLD-FORSTER: The hon. 
Member said the Committee condemned 
water tube boilers, and that is an entire 
delusion 


*Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN asked where 
were they to-day? They were now going 
to put in a combination of onc-fitth 
circular and four-fifths water-tube. They 
were putting the Durr boiler in some 
of the ships, but what experience had 
they had of this boiler? \\ hat did they 
know about the quantity of coal it 
consumed, of its safety and simpli ity 
of working, qualities which were abso 
lutely necessary in a good boiler! They 
had had no experience whatever. The 
Durr boiler was what they knew as 
a Field boiler. That was the thing-— 
a continental toy, he would not eall it 
a boiler—which the Admiralty were 
now putting into our valuable ships. 
This was what they were voting money 
for. The foremen and workmen at 
Jarrow told him that they never saw 
in al their days such an absurd'ty to 
put in any ships where the lives of men 
were at stake. One of these boilers had 
been tried in the “ Sea-gull,’’ but where 
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were the dataextending overlong voyages 
showing indicated horse power, the con- 
sumption of fuel, 
which went to make up a true boiler? 
They had had no experience whatever 
of this boiler. There was noi a single 
man at the Admiralty who had had any 
experience of this boiler except what they 
had got in the “Sea-gull.” This boiler con- 
sumed twice as much coal,and that meant 
limiting the range of action in war time. 
But over and above this fault Sea- 


the * 


gull” smoked so much that she could be 
seen miles oil, und when they saw her 
smoke on the horizon people actually 


th sah that they were approaching land. 

He could not understand why any 
body of men wall undertake to spend 
the nation’s money in tiis way without 


the slightest expeilence in regard to what 
they were doing. This was the Belleville 
boiler bhinder over again. They were 
also putting in a number of Babcock 
ani Wileox boilers. It was true that 
some ships had been running at 
slow speed with those boilers, but 
what were the tacts? What was the 


cousumption of coal, and how many of 
them had given out? It had been 
reported by one of the Board of ‘Trade 
engineers, Who inquired into an accident 
caused by one of these boilers, that the 
failure of the tube referred to,after only 
four working, very 
unsatistuetory and dangerous state of 
It was also further stated that 
this \vpe ot boiler became a great source 
of danger when unduly forced with high 
pressure, as appeared to have been the 
case in this instance and the rapid con- 
sumption of coal should be discontinued 
if boilers of this kind were to be worked 
in satety. The Admiralty were now 
adopting Babcock and Wilcox, Niclausse, 
and Durr boilers without cone iota of 
praciteal experience. The Committee 
ought to pause beiore it sanctioned the 
putting in of such a combination of 
boilers in their ships. It was said some- 
times that a water-tube boiler would get 
up stea: more quickly than other types, 
but not a bit of it, for this contention 
had been disproved by the “ Minerva” 
trials. 

The reason for all this was that the 
gga would not admit their mis- 
take. 


portion of one-fifth of a boiler that could 


lays discloses a 


atfairs. 
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be depended upon and four-fifths that 


/could not be depended upon, and why? 


. | 
and everything else | 


e risk 


Where was the sense of running t! 


of spoiling those first-class cruisers by 


} were 13 
| had- proportioned boiler, —" he « 


They were now adopting a pro- | 
y ow adopting P 


putting water tube msgs in them of 
which they had had no experience? He 


called upon the Canister to make its 
voice heard against ~ sextravagance Ww — 
was uncall: d: for, unnecessary a ‘rnel 
waste. The circular Salen io Le phon in 
-ft. by 9-ft. long. That was a 
efied any 
ergincer to contradict this assertion. This 
circular boiler was not of a1 tr tyvpeand 
ought not to be put in vessels which cost 
so much money, and where hundreds of 
lives were at stake. This combination of 
boilers was mechanically unsound, and 
not based upon true en vineering 

data, a nd the Admir: ¥A advisers appeare d 
to be going again full t to the ruin of 
our ships. He was ey to sec the First 
Lord of the Treasury in his piace listening 
to this debate wit!: marked attention, and 
he trusted the right hon. Gentleman would 


Was 


have something to say about these boilers 
before they were put in the ships. He 
would strengthen his positior this 
matter by giving the Admiralty an account 
of some experience in connection with the 


Jers. The Italians 


use of combination bo 


had tried them and given them up. He 
wished to direct the attention of the 
House to a letter he had received from 


a iriend in Holland, 
of combination boilers in Dutchmen- 
He said 

“It is true that these boilers 
than was promised when the cruisers were 
built. The difference is even greater, tor while 
it was said these ships would steam a distance of 
3.000 knots, we had to be content with 4,800 
knots. The exjensive repairs which have had 
to be carried out must, to a great extent, be 
attributed to want of knowledge of the new 
arrange ments. 

““The consumption of 
more than estimaie upon Yarrow's pr 

That was their combination! The 
expenses were very great, and Great 
Britain was building ships costing many 
hundreds of thousands of pounds, and 
then putting into them engin ( ering appli- 
ances which were absolutely of no use. 
In the rough and tumble of war, and in 
the storins of the ocean, these ships would 
be put to the real test, and would come to 
grief. On the trial run from Gibraltar 
with the “ Hyacinth” these boilers came 
to grief. They were absolutely wrong in 
principle, contraryto nature. Whyshould 


in regard to the trial 
if-war. 


use more coal 


per cent 
mise.” 


coals is 66 
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Great Britain—the home of engineering, 
the nursery of all the great engineers the 
world had known—be now experimenting ? | 
We could not atford to “ experiment” with 
the nation’s destiny. He could not 
believe that these experiments were 
according to the recommendations of the 
Committee, some of whose members took 
care not to adopt the system for their 
own ships. He could not believe that 
they would recommend one-fifth circular 
boilers, and four-fifths water-tube boilers. 
He strongly advised the Admiralty to 
go in for half and half, or, better still, 
all circular boilers, whien would be 
economical and safe. What was not 
good for the Union, the Castle, and the 
Cunard liners was not good for a man- 
of-war. He hoped that the question, 
what should be done with the new 
cruisers, would be deeply pondered, else 
there need be no surprise to see them 
crippled in tweive nionths. The country 
had yet to see, perhaps in its hour of trial, 
whether it could depend on their Fleet 
or not, 


*(4.35.) LorpD CHARLES BERESFORD 
(Woolwich) said there were two questions 
of a rather different character before the 
Committers one being the Report of the 
Cominittee as to the delay in shipbuilding 
and the strength of the shipbuilding pro- 
gramme, and the other the all-important 
question counected with boilers. Refer- 
ring to the speech of the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean, he said that the House never had a 
clearer exposition of naval policy as it 
should be than from that right hon. 
Gentleman, and they fully appreciated 
that in the Royal Navy. He had found 
fault with the delay in shipbuilding. It 
was certainly difficult to see why what 
had been done once could not be done 
again. The ‘“ Magnificent” and the 
“Majestic” had been turned out thoroughly 
equipped in a few days under two years. 
That was due to good organisation, and 
to looking ahead for all the requirements 
otf the case. A battle-ship was made up 
of a large number of different require- 
ments, made by different firms in various | 
parts of the country. When a battle- 
ship was to be built, all those require- 
ments should be thought out beforehand, 
and everything should be ready in time 
to enter the ship when the hull! 
was ready to receive them. That point | 
was brought out very well by the hon. 

Mr. William Allan. 
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Member for the LEcclesall Division, 


, who showed that owing to these matters 


not being thought out, it occasionally 
happened that armour-plate works got 
an enormous amount of work, while on 
other occasions they had to discharge 


; men. 


The right hon. Baronet also spoke 
He was himself 
delighted that the Admiralty had tried 
the submarine boat. It was much wiser 
for this country, as everybody acknow- 
ledged, to make practical trial of every 
instrument of warfare than to decide that 
it was not good on theoretical grounds. 
The hon. Gentleman opposite first started 
the idea of trying the submarine boat. 
It would now be seen whether it was 
useful or not. His own idea was that it 
would be found more useful in defence 
than in attack, and as we must be the 
attacking Power and other countries the 
defending Powers in naval warfare, it 
would be more useful to them than to 
us. But they should never over-rate or 
under rate anything in naval warfare. 

As to the comparative speed of fleets, 
this must be reckoned by the speed of 
the slowest ship. At the present moment 
the speed of one division of the French 
Fleet was better thanthat of one division 
of our Fleet. But, taking the Fleets as a 
whole, our speed was equal to the French, 
certainly not better. 

With reference to projectiles, what the 
Admiralty went down to see at Barrow 
were experiments that had been carried 
out by other nations before, with the 
result that they had got the Johnson 
cap. He did not wish the [louse to run 
away with the idea that he agreed with 
all the argument on that subject ina 
aleding article in The Times. If he had 
made a speech half as strong in character 
about our guns, he would have been told 
that he had created a panic. We were 
simply adopting now with our projectiles 
the same plan that we had als ays 
adopted, the plan of waiting to see what 
other countries were going to do. If we 
found it good we said we would adopt it; 
if it was not good we said we would not 
adopt it. This was a very reasonable 
course, bat we waited too long; and 
there was no doubt that, although at 
this moment we could fit the cap to our 
projectiles, there were four nations ahead 


of us with the cap. It was most effective 
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with a high explosive. We too often 
delayed experiments too long, then tried 
to make things right in a moment of 
panic, which was not a good time. 

He suggested that by the postponement 
of Vote 12 till later in the session, there 
would be a more convenient occasion 
given for criticising administration. 
With regard to accidents to destroyers, no 
doubt there were a great number of them, 
but the House must not be hard on this 
question. Those destroyers were teaching 
the young men how to handle ships, and 
he assured the Committee that some 
of these young lieutenants who com- 
manded them handled them in a 
way which won the most distinct admira- 
tion of their senivr officers. Their 
methods of handling, their nerve, their way 
of appreciating the difference between 
speed and slow speed, were perfectly 
excellent. The Committee might de- 
pend upon it that if once they began 
to say to these young officers, “If you 
hurt your boat, you must be tried by 
court martial,” they would kill all their 
dash and nerve. These young men did not 
fear consequences at present and he hoped 
they never would ; it was the old men 
who knew too much. Give him the 
young men ; these were the men who 
were to fight the country’s actions ; and 
he hoped the Admiralty would go on the 
principle they had indicated with regard 
to these accidents, and would not repri- 
mand young officers who, having to risk 
something, occasionally made a mistake, 
but who were doing their best to learn. 

He now came to the question of boilers, 
which was of the most vital importance 
to the country, because it was perfectly 
well known that the engineering depart- 
ment, the boilers and the engines, 
now put the executive officers on board 
ship into a position to fight our actions. 
They had taken the place of the old 
seamen of the masts and yards, and 
therefore they could not be too particular 
or careful before embarking on any new 
invention. He had always been a strong 
supporter of the water-tube boiler, because 
he thought it possessed advantages over 
the circular boiler. There were many dis- 
advantages in the water-tube boilers, but 
these might be got over by having the officers 
and men especially trained for this work. 
It was difficult work, and different from 
that which appertained to the cylindrical 
boiler. It was no use having stokers who 
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did not know how to keep down smoke, 
because smoke would have a great deal to 
do with the winning of losing an action 
in the future. On one occasion lately, 
during manceuvres, one section of the 
Fleet was revealed to the enemy by the 
smoke from the boiler fires; but that 
was a point which could be got over by 
very careful training. These water- 
tube boilers, however, required an enor- 
mous number of hands from the deck to 
help the stoking, and that was a very 
weak point. If a ship was going into 
action the men could not be in two 
places at once; they must have the 
stokers at the fires and the gunners at 
the guns. On one occasion, during a 
trial of speed by the “ Andromeda,” 120 
men were taken from deck to help in 
the engine room and stoke holes. It 
was his experience that water-tube 
boilers could get steam up quicker than 
cylindrical boilers, and could be worked 
at a greater pressure. In the Mediter- 
ranean it was found that ships fitted 
with water-tube boilers could always go 
without any breakdown as fast as ships 
fitted with circular boilers. {An Hon. 
Member: And goas far?| Yes, and go 
as far, and farther. Moreover, the ships 
with water-tube boilers had a much larger 
stowage of coal than those fitted with cir- 
cular boilers. He confessed he had been a 
little shaken in his faith in the water-tube 
boilers by the interim Report of the 
Boiler Committee; but he must tell the 
House that the officers in many of the 
ships of the squadron in the Mediter- 
ranean were Satisfied with them. Of 
course he was not an engineer, but the 
captain of a ship, or an Admiral of the 
Fleet, had to know everything connected 
with the ships. The engineer officers 
under his command had certainly told 
him that they were pleased with the 
water-tube boilers, although they had 
their defects. But these could be got 
over if they had a number of men 
sufficiently trained to work them pro- 
perly. The executive officers on board 
ship liked the water-tube boilers because 
they could get up steam quickly. With 
regard to the experiments being made, 
he was entirely in accordance with the 
hon. Member for Gateshead that they 
were wrong. There should be nothing 
experimental in fighting ships. This 
experiment of combining circular and 
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water-tube boilers was, in his view, 
absolutely mechanically unsound. He 
wanted to ask this question of the 
Secretary to the Admiralty. If he had 
been a little shaken by the Report of 
the Boiler Committee, he was much 
more shaken by the idea of putting in 
the same ship dierent classes of boilers. 
He asked which boiler was the Admir- 
alty afraid of ? If they were afraid oi 
the water-tube boiler, why put it in a 
ship, and so also with the circular boiler. 
There could be no good principle, on 
the face of it, in making such an 
experiment as putting two different 
classes oi boilers in six of our newest 
and best ships. He thought the hon. 
meniber jor Gateshead had gone a little 
oif (he track in speaking of the defects 
in the “ Spartiate.”’ 
ship, as in the case of the ‘“ Powerful,” 
were nearly all defects in machinery. 


defects in eccentrics, over heating of | 


bearings, and so on, which had nothing 
to do with the boilers. 
WILLIAM ALLAN said he was 


I 
ik. 


sorry to interrupt the gallant Admiral, | 


but if le would make inquiries from those 
who were working on board the 
“Spartiate,” he would find that the 
tubes were leaking at the end. 


*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD said | 


he thought it was the condenser tubes. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN said no; the | 


gallant Admiral had been wrongly in- 
formed. The boiler tubes were leaking as 
well as the condenser tubes. 


*Lorp CI{ARLES BERESFORD said 
that if that were the case he must have 
been wrongly informed. Another grave 
point which the hon. Member had 
brought out about these boilers was 
their enormous consumption of coal, 
and that inilitated against their utility, 


because coal was the life of a ship. He} 


knew that it was something enormous. 
He hoped the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty would tell the Committee clearly 
why this experiment was being made, 
and which boilers he was afraid of. 
In any case let him try two ships first 
and drive them across the Atlantic and 
back again. Then they would know 
where they were, and would not be 


Lord Charles Beresford. 


{COMMONS} 


The defects in that | 
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|in a position which might be fraught 
| with absolute danger. He wished to 
|congratulate the Admiralty on the 
| Report of the Committee with regard 
to standardising. It showed the advan- 
tage of putting business men to look 
into naval affairs. It was a most 
valuable report. Standardising fittings 
on board ship was admirable because 
it was economical. Ili, for instance, he 
had three ships in action and an accident 
occurred, if the specification for the 
machinery and fittings of these ships 
were made out so that they were 
| standardised, he might be able to refit 
| two of the ships and go back with them 
into action the next day with all parts 
repaired, leaving only one under repair. 
He only instanced that to show how 
useful standardising was in time of war, 
| He was delighted to hear that the Admir. 
alty proposed to finish with ships right off 
with the contractors. That would be fairer 
to the contractor and to the Fleet than 
| the present system. They should say, 
“Build us such and such a ship on such 
and such a specification, and if the speci- 
fications of the completed ship are not 
what we laid down we shal! not take her.” 
In conclusion, he congratulated the 
Admiralty on having formed a Committee 
| which had obtained the most valuable 
| evidence, and on having acted upon the 
| advice of that Committee. 


Mr. PENN (Lewisham) desired to say 
one word with regard to the question of 
| combination boilers. The noble Lord had 
'mentioned an Italian vessel as havinga 
‘combination boiler. The noble Lord no 
| doubt intended to refer to the “ Lecon,” 
la vessel of 14,000 tons and 18,000 in- 
| dicated horse power. She had a com- 
|bination of boilers in the sense that 
she was fitted with eight ordinary boilers 
and sixteen locomotive boilers of 4 
totally different type to the eight ordin 
ary boilers. ‘That vessel was tried, and 
| put into commission immediately after, 
| with the best results. He could see no 
| practical difficulty in the combination of 
| different boilers now suggested for these 
new ships. But it was important to 
| know whether this combination was one 
| that was recommended by the Boiler 
|Committee. The power derived from 
‘round boilers was sufficient to drive 3 
ship twelve knots an hour. 
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Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN : 
half knots. 


Six and a 


Mr. PENN thought the speed was 
rather greater than that. Anyway, he 
would rather see what was called the 
Scotch boiler, and the small tube boilers 
of the Yarrow and Thornycroft type, 
than the Belleville. He hoped the 
Admiralty would see their way either to 
making the Boilers Committee a Standing 
Committee or to appoint some body of 
an analogous kind to consult with thé 
Engineer-in-Chief of the Navy on new 
designs and new building programmes. 
If such 2 Committee had been in existence 
in the past, a large amount of the trouble 
which had overtaken the Admiralty with 
regard to machinery in the Navy would 
have been avoided. He was also glad to 
see that ships were to be placed in the 
hands of the contractors for repairs. 


#(5.9.) Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, 
Brightside) pointed out that in former 
years complaints had been made of the 
slowness with which certain armour plate 
contractors had turned out their work, 
and pressure was put upon them to 
increase their power of production. Now, 
in Shettield alone they could produce 
244,000 tons a year in consequence of 
this increase, whereas the total orders 
given by the Admiralty amounted to 
16,000 to 17,000 only, and these had been 
greatly delayed. He desired to empha- 
sise what had been said by others in this 
debate that the uncertainty with regard 
to naval contracts had been very em- 
barrassing to the private firms, and he 
trusted it would be avoided, as far as 
possible, in the future. But, if 
barrassing for the employers, it was far 
worse for the workmen. to whom this 
employment meant everything. These 
men had a very high sense of the 
importance of the national work which 
they carried on, and they undertook that 
work in a patriotie and national spirit. 
and he thought it was hard on them 
that they should not have work and 


em- 


wages at a time when extra taxation had | 


been imposed. 


*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth) thought that one remark 
let fall by the hon. Member for 
Dundee in the first part of the 
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debate would have a very demoralis- 
ing effect on dockyard representatives. 
The hon. Gentleman had stated that 
in Vote & every question could be 
brought before the House. ut he was 
content to let the matter alone for 
the reason that early in the session 
they had received from the Admiralty a 
very patient and considerate hearing 
and he could not add anything now to 
what was said on that oceasion as to the 
employmen: in the dockyard. He took 
this opportunity of thanking the Admir- 
alty for the notice they had given ‘hat 
in fucure they were prepared to receive 
deputations of the men employed in the 
Government dockyards on the subject 
of grievances. ‘The themselves 
would be able to siate their case 
more directly and pointedly than their 
representatives in Parliament. He 
asked for some assurances that the 
dockyard: were being kept up to the 
highest state of productive efficiency. 
He thought there was some reason for 
doubt upon the subject. For instance, 
from aspeech made by the First Lord of 
the Admiralty in July of last year the 
country was led to believe that nine 
new ships would be ready for service by 
January Ist of this year whereas he 
understood only three were ready. He 
was glad to hear that ships commenced 
in private yards were to be finished in 
those yards because as had been pointed 
out, Portsmouth had become a mere 
repairing yard. 


mei 


(5.15.) Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY 
(Yorkshire, Shipley) said that never 
since he had been in the House had a 
more general interest been shown in a 
naval debate than had been shown this 
afternoon. Hitherto the condition of 
the boilers had been regarded as a 
matter of detail, but, thanks to the action 
of the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Gateshead and the noble Lord the Mem- 
ber for Woolwich, the matter ot boilers had 
become recognised as an integral and 
vital part of naval preparations. ‘The 
speech, in reply to one portion of 
the debate, which had been made by 
the Secretary to the Admiralty earlier 
in the evening must have struck the 
, Committee as being very complete and 
| comprehensive. He sincerely hoped the 
| hon. Gentleman would be as successful 
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in the explanations he would have to 
give on the question of boilers, and that 
his speech would be a justification for the 
course the Admiralty had taken. The 
system of combining in one steamer 
boilers of two different types was first 
tried by Germany, but although that 
system had had considerable success in 
German vessels, the circumstances under 
which the British Navy was dealing with 
the matter at the present time were 
entirely different. The history of this 
boiler question was that the First Lord of 
the Admiralty, Mr. Goschen, came down 
to the House, and boasted that sixty-one 
vessels of the Fleet were to be filled with 
this new type of boiler. At the time that 
boast was uttered there had not been a 
single test as to the strength of those 
boilers. The noble Lord had just. said 
something of his experience in the Medi- 
terranean, but he had said nothing as to 
one fact to which the House would have 
listened with great attention and that was 
what was the longest time he had had 
any vessels fitted with Belleville boilers 
under full steam, and so proved the 
endurance of these boilers. 


Supply— Navy 


*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD said 
he could answer at once. He thought it 
was two and a half days. The boilers 
were never worked absolutely at full 
speed —that was to say, the ship would 
average }6°8, and her speed would pro- 
bably be put down at seventeen and a half. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY said 
he hoped the gallant Admiral, when he 
next commanded a Fleet, would take 
the responsibility on himself of having 
a ship which was fitted with these 
boilers steaming for six or eight days at 
full speed, and then the country would 
have some test as to the durability of this 
type of boiler. The Boiler Committee 
was only appointed by the Admiralty 
owing to the threat to divide the House 
upon this Vote, and that Committee had 
beenat work fortwoyears. They hadissued 
interim Reports, but had not yet issued 
their final and complete Report, yet in the 
absence of the final and complete Report of 
the Committee, the Admiralty made sug- 
gestions of this entirely novel character. 
The hon. Member complained of the time 
these Estimates were brought on for discus- 
sion. He (Sir F. FLANNERY) re-echoed the 
hope expressed by the hon. Gentleman that 
they would not be closed to the House 


Sir Fortescue Flannery. 


{COMMONS} 
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and country by the discussion this after. 
noon. He thanked the Admiralty for 
the statement that the combining of these 
boilers in the ships should be made the 
subject of a discussion. The general 
opinion of the Committee in these matters 
was that unless the hon. Gentleman could 
show that there was an absolute and entire 
justification for the experiment, no such 
experiment should be tried. He quite 
agreed that, in order to advance improve- 
ments, there must be experiments, but 
these should be upon a smaller scale and 
without the risks that were involved in 
the present case. Here were six cruisers 
of the largest size to be built. They had 
to wait two years till they were finished, 
and yet the Admiralty were putting this 
combination boiler into which 
could not give them the knowledge they 
desired for two or two and a half years, 
The Admiralty had no justification 
for the course they were taking, and 
they appeared to be acting against the 
spirit of the interim Report of the Boiler 
Committee. If they desired to place this 
new type of boiler in large cruisers, he 
suggested the proportions of four-fifths 
of the new type as against one-fifth of 
the well-proven type of eylindrical boiler 
should be reversed ; or, at any rate, that 
there should be half The 


vessels 


and half. 
country would then feel a large measure 
of safety, and the weights necessarily in- 
volved by cylindrical as compared with 
water-tube boilers would not be so greatly 
changed as seriously to interfere with the 
intentions of the designer of the ships. 
He held that the alleged saving of weight 
by the water-tube boilers enabling a 
vessel to carry a larger amount of coal, 
heavier guns, and more ammunition, was 
altogether a delusion. The saving of 
weight in the boilers themselves might 
be undoubted, but of what value was it 
if a so much larger quantity of coal had 
to be carried for the purpose of giving 
the vessel the range of action desired! 
The water-tube boiler had to justify its 
existence, and prove as it had never 
yet done, that it should be fitted in 
the vessels of H.M. Fleet. He felt that 
this experiment was on too large a scale, 
and that it had been carried out under 
circumstances which might ultimately 
cripple and render useless these fine 
cruisers, for which so much credit had 
been taken in the programme of naval 
construction. 
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In conclusion, he desired to express 
his approval of the undertaking given by 
the Secretary to the Admiralty in refer- 
ence to ships built by contract. No more 
foolish practice had existed than that of 
partly building a ship in a contractor's 
yard, and then taking her to one of the 
roval dockyards and beginning to pull 
her to pieces. Reference had been made 
to the * Vengeance.” At the time that 
vessel was being built, one, very similar, 
was being built in the same yard for the 
Japanese Government. The Japanese 
yesse| Was completed—guns, armour, and 
everything—before she left the builder's 
yard, and was ready to go to Japan. it 
should be understood that vessels built 
by contract shonld in future be finished 
by the contractor. least 
two contractors capable of supplying in 
their own vards, guns, armour, 





There were at 


and 
everything required as part and parcel 
of the one contract. He hoped his hon. 
friend, who had shown so reforming a 
spirit, and had already effected so much 
at the Admiralty, would be able, by the 
strength and force he had obtained from 
the Report of the Committee, to bring 
about this reform. 

*(5.37.) Sin EDWARD REED (Cardiff) 
said the Lord the Memher for 
Woolwich seemed to adyoeate the with- 
drawal of Admiralty inspection from ships 
being built by contract, and to have the 
idea that the specifications could be 
absolutely perfect, and the details left to 
the responsibility of the builders. 


*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD ex 
plained that he would not withdraw the 
Admiralty inspection altogether, but that 
he would have our ships built under con- 
tract, more on the lines of the Japanese 
ships. ‘There was inspection there. 


EDWARD REED said that in 
private yards when war ships were being 
built for foreign Governments, the in- 
spection was much more active than in 
the case of British ships. At the present 
moment he was engaged in building two 
important ships, and to engage in the 
inspection of those ships there arrived in 
this country a fortnight ago an admiral, 
seven post-captains, two engineers, and 
he did not know how many subordinate 
persons. 


*Lonp CHARLES BERESFORD: But 
they do not interfere like our people. 


VOL. CVIII. [FOURTH SELUES. | 
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*srm EDWARD REED said he would 
be the last to support the manner in 
which Admiralty inspection was carried 
out; it was frequently most injurious to 
the contractors, tended greatly to delay, 
and was largely in exeess of any reason- 
able requirements. If the speeches of 
hon. Members were intended to bring 
about the limiting of that inspection, er 
the direction of it in a more responsible 
manner, he would agree with them ; but he 
could not for a moment lend himself to 
the idea that British ships should be built 
in contractor's yards without considerable 
Admiralty inspection. ‘The idea of the 
hon. Member for the Shipley division 
was somewhat different—that the ships 
should not be finished off in the royal 
dockyards, but finally completed by the 
contractor. It was obvious that the 
Japanese or any distant Govermment had 
no alternative but to put itself in that 
position. In the case of the immense 
British Navy a consideration of great 
weight was that as far as possible the 
minor fittings of the ships should be inter- 
changeable, and obviously it i 
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Was far 
easier to attain that object by completing 
the minor fittings in one of the royal 
dockyards than by expecting all the 
contracting firms to be able to 
meet Admiralty requirements in these 
minute particulars. It had been 
gested that contract-built were 
pulled to pieces in His Majesty’s dock- 
vards. If that were true it was a 
distinct waste of public money, and the 
persons responsible should be arraigned 
for such transactions. There was no 
doubt a tendency to bring about the 
undoing of work. He instanced a case of 
a ship building at Chatham Dockyard 
for the Admiralty. Instead of the usual 
arrangement of the cabins, the captain of 
the ship wanted something different. 
His proposal would have added to the 
efliciency of the ship, hut interfered 
with the ordinary habits of the Navy 
and the requirements as to accommoda- 
tion. He (the hon. Member) Was seen 
by the Senior Sea Lord and asked what 
he would advise. He said it would make 
no difference to him, but that, whatever 
was settled upon, he hoped it would not 
afterwards be altered. A plan was 
fixed upon, the vessel finished, and the 
First Lord went down to see it. On his 
return he said he had sanctioned an 
alteration in the cabins, but, on being 


2N 


sug- 


ships 
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told that they had been arranged as 
decided by the Senior Sea Lord, he said 
he ought to have been told that, and was 
going to telegraph for them to be left as 
they were. To that he (the hon. Mem- 
ber) said, ‘For heaven’s sake don’t do 
that!” “Why net?” asked the First 
Lord. ‘“ Because,” replied the hon. Mem- 
ber, “vou have been down and shown 
that neither the Chef Constractor, nor 
the Controller of the Navy, nor the 
Senior Sea Lord has any final voice in 
regard to the work, and if vou telegraph 
it will show that neither has the First 
Lord of the Admiralty.” He knew 
there was a great tendency to bring 
about the undoing of work, and cited 
cases where alterations in the arrange- 
ment of the cabins on board a ship 
had been asked for, The Secvetary to 
the Admiralty ought to be able to assure 
the House that when ships came from the 
contractors’ yards they were not pulled 
to pieces. 

As to boilers, 
he never heard a 
ject without feeling that it was a 
storm in a teacup. While they had 
some water-tube boilers that failed, they 
had a number that succeeded, and they 
must therefore look for the causes of 
failure to something else than the design. 
The cause was usually found to be bad 
workmanship. During the engineers’ 
strike a great deal of bad work was put 
into the Belleville boilers, and much 
discredit fell upon them in consequence. 
His hon. friend the Member for Lewisham 
had made the remarkable proposal that 
they should create a permanent boiler 
Committee, with no responsibility what- 
ever to the House cr the country, and 
that the Admiralty was to pronounce 
itself and all the officers in its employ 
incapable of saying what boilers should 
go into a war-ship unless advised by a 
body of men, not one of whom he believed 
ever had experience in the boiler rooms of 
modern men-of-war. He had often 
acknowledged in this House that there 
was a great deal to be said against the 
wholesale adoption of the Belleville boiler 
at the time it was adopted. He was 
quite willing to acknowledge that he did 
not quite understand on what principle 
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that 
sub 


he contessed 
dehate on the 


the Admiralty were proceeding in putting | 


a number of evlindrical boilers into their 
ships while they were at the same time 
putting in four times as many water-tube 
boilers. 


Sir Edward Reed, 


{COMMONS} 
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no advice from any responsible quarter at 


all to go baek vo eyclindrieal boilers. He 
himself would object to cyclindrical boilers 
in the strongest manner. His hon. friend 
opposite had spoken about nothing being 
gained by water-tube boilers, but that was 
not in the nature of the case The con- 
sumption of fuel had been exceptional and 
had resulted from exceptional causes, and 
he was surprised at his hon. friend advoea- 
ting such a thing as obtaining a particular 
type of boiler, and resorting to that boiler 
which was known to be bad and slow in 
developing steam, and was altogether a 
disadvantageous boiler. He believed that 
the Belleville boiler could be much im- 
proved. 

But it did not lie in the mouths of hon. 
Members of that House to reproach the 
Admiralty for what they were doing on 
this point. The Government naturally 
made a kind of compromise, by which 
they could tind escape from the incessant 
and severe criticisms passed on them in 
the House. The Admiralty had been 
advised that certain boilers should now 
he selected for use. In the vear 1902 it 
ought not to be necessary for the 
Admiralty to learn what a_ boiler was, 
The water-tube boiler was a_ well-known 
thing, and it would be perfectly idle to 
invite the Admiralty to go back to the 
cylindrical boiler. He understood that 
four different types of boilers had been 
recommended for use. Owing to the 
loud and incessant condemnation of all 
water-tube boilers the Admiralty had 
decided to satisfy that position by putting 
in a certain proportion of cylindrical 
boilers. His hon. friend the Member 
‘for Lewisham had spoken of the speed 
given by the cylindrical boiler. The Ad- 
miralty were doing what they had been 
urged to do—not to pin their faith toany 
particular type of water-tube boiler 
'until they had had sufficient experience 
of them all, and until they had ascer- 
tained whether any preference could be 
‘given to any of them. What did it 
matter if they got the steam power 
whether the boiler was of one or of 
|two types? The Admiralty put in a 
lcertain number of the old cylindrical 
boilers for certain purposes, and _ they 
-used a larger proportion of water-tube 
boilers when special speeds were required. 
This might not be the wisest and_ best 
thing to do, but he very much doubted 
Jove fe the member for Woolwich 
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would say that if he were the First Sea 
Lord of the Admiralty he would abolish 


the water-tube boiler from the Navy. 


Supply 


Na vy 


*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: 
No, but I would not have two classes 


of boilers in one ship. 


this question the noble Lord’s opinion and 
that of the Member for Gateshead were 
of no account, for it was a matter of 
commonsense. His objection to all 
these concessions to Parliament and 
Press criticisms was this. We ought to 
have an Admiralty which could conduct 
the naval service of the country without 
having to appeal to Committees and hon. 


Members and others in order to get 
advice and guidance. It was a 
scandalous thing that in this great 


maritime country the Admiralty, sup- 
ported by the bountiful aid of Parlia- 
ment, and backed up by an immense 
majority, should be proved incapable 
of putting boilers into His Majesty’s 


ships. Whatever might happen in 
connection with these boilers the 
Admiralty would get no excuse by 
saying that some irresponsible Com- 


had advised them to do this, or 
that some Member of the House of 
Commons had suggested that. They 
had great powers and responsibilities, and 
let them exercise those powers to the 
satisfaction of the country, and if they 
failed to do that let them give up their 
ottice. 


mittee 


(5.57.) Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said 
there were one or two points to which he 
should like to refer before discussing 
the question of boilers. He assured the 
Committee that there was no foundation 
for the alarm which the hon. Member 
for Portsmouth had expressed to th 
effect that that station would be trans- 
formed into a repairing yard. The fact 
was that there were two very large docks 
at Portsmouth capable of receiving large 
first-class cruisers, and it was necessary 
to bring round to Portsmouth a number 


of those vessels on which a large amount | 
As soon, how- | 


of work had been done. 
ever, aS room was found,a fresh battle- 
ship would be laid down. The hon. | 
Member for the Brightside Division of 
Shetlield had blamed the Government 
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for not doing more to meet the 
views of the Sheffield armour makers. 
He admitted the services rendered 
by the increase of the Shettield plant, 
but it was obvious that order must 
be subject to the necessities of the 
naval service, and it was impossible to 


give out general contracts of this class 
*Sir. EDWARD REED said that upon | 


until the ships were designed. He was 
as anxious as the hon. Member 
to hasten the orders for armour. 


His hon. friend the Member te» Dundee 
asked a question with reierencs to sub- 
marine boats, and he would endeavour 
to answer it. It was impossible at this 
moment to sake any statement with 
regard to the general policy of the 
Admiralty on the subject of submarine 
The which had been 
constructed had, however, been a pro- 
nounced success, performing all that 
could be expected from them in the 
way of evolution and mancuvring. 
His hon. friend had asked whether 
there had been an alteration in the 
armour of the County cruisers. An altera- 
tion had been made. It was proposed 
to substitute 6-in. armour for 4-in. 
armour. With respect to the recent experi 
ments at Barrow which were supposed to 
have been made for the first time, 
as far as the Admiralty were concerned, 
in regard to capping shot, he wished 
to say that the matter was not a new 
one to them, and experiments w.th 
capped shot had been proceeding for a 
long time. The subject was of great 
interest and importance. There were, 
however, circumstances affecting the 
value of the appliance which had not 
been referred to inthe accounts cf the 
Barrow experiments which had appeared 
in the Press. The Admiralty had long 
been aware of the value in certain 
circumstances of caps affixed to pro- 
jectiles, and he thought he might say 
that they would be supplied when it 
was thought desirable. 

As to the question of boilers, he stood 
in a sOmewhat embarrassing position. 
He could not appear as the advocate 
of the Belleville boiler as the boiler 
which should be adopted in the Navy. 
It would be in the recollection of 
some Members oj the House that he had 
frequently expressed a view not favourable 
to these boilers, but he was there to 
voice the decisions of the Board of 


2N2 


vessels. vessels 
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Admiralty, not to express his individual 
opinions. lle was glad to say that he 
was absolved from the task of entering 
upon any very active defence of the 
Belleville boiler, by the fact that it way, 
so iar as any tuture operations were 
concerned, excluded from the list of 
boilers for the Navy. At the 
time, he would be sorry to convey the idea 
that the stateofthings in the Navy, owing 
tothe introduction of the Belleville boiler, 
was in any way such as his hon. friend 
opposite had represented. 1 hat would 
be a very grave and serious exaggeration, 
and would do a vast amount of public 
mischief if it were accepted. There were 
over sixty ships fitted or to be fitted 


same 


with Belleville boilers. It was true 
that four or five of these had had to 
undergo repairs on account of defects 


in the boilers: others had undergone 
repairs of defects which were not due 
to the boilers at all. We ought in this 
matter, at any rate, to do justice to 


the very great measure of success 
which in many cases the Belleville 
boilers had achieved, and were every day 
achieving. He thought that sometimes 


hon. Members were unnecessarily alarmed 
by the vaticinations of his hon. friend 
opposite, and sometimes his innuendoes 
were even more alarming than his actual 
statements. The other day he said that 
if the Secretary to the Admiralty were 
to investigate the logs of the “ Terrible,” 
which was in China, he would discover 
most alarming things He had read every 
page of those for three months, 
but he found absolutely no foundation for 
the alarm which the hon. Member had 
suggested. Some recent performances 
of the Belleville boilers had been re- 
markable, and he thought he might say 
very satisfactory. The ‘Good Hope” 
and * Leviathan,” vessels of 30,000 horse- 
power, had run their full speed trials 
Without a hitch, and had attained the high 
speed of 23°23 knots with a coal consump- 
tion of 1-9 Ib. per | horse-power. 


logs 
Ss 


Sin FORTESCUE FLANNERY : For 


how long were these trials ¢ 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER : 


hours. 


Eight 


Sin FORTESCUE FLANNERY : Not 
longer ? 
Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that 
all ships were tried for a fixed time at 
the trials, and they were judged by the 
results. Of course it was a matter of 
common knowledge that every ship was 
tested by the performance at the trial. 
There was no doubt that as knowledge 
was being acquired and workmanship was 
carried nearer perfection, far better results 
were being got with Belleville boilers 
than was the case formerly. He was a 
little astonished at the noble Lord ex- 
pressing the opinion which he lad done, 
because the engineering reports from the 
Mediterranean had been very favourable 
to the Belleville boilers. Although it 
was not possible for hin to enter into an 
elaborate defence of the Belleville boilers, 
it was necessary that he should state that 
exaggeration on this subject was calculated 
to do a great deal of harm. His own 
belief was that in a very short time we 
should find that some of the ships fitted 
with Belleville made 
runs as any other ships, and perhaps 
better runs. That was not, however, a 
reason why we should continue to make 
use of boilers. The Belleville 
boiler was a_ boiler of very great 
complication, and 


boilers 


as good 


those 


when it was re- 
membered that there were many thousand 
doors in the boilers and economisers of a 
single ship, and that there was a pressure 
of 300 Ibs. of steam on these doors, it 
would be understood that there was a very 
large field for injury in boilers of that kind. 
No doubt. also, vreat care was necessary 
in stoking, and great care had to be 
taken of the interior parts. It was 
accordingly possible that, whilst the 
results were successful in favourable 
circumstances, with selected crews and 
selected ships, it might not he wise to 
install so complicated an instrument in 
any of our ships in the future. He had 
heen asked to give what explanation he 
could with regard to the decision which 
had been arrived at by the Board of 
Admiralty. He did not propose to enter 
into a scientific controversy on the details 
of boilers with any engineer in the House. 
He merely wanted to place before the 
Committee the views of the Board of 
Admiralty and the matters which had 
influenced them in coming to those deci- 
sions. 

With regard to the question of water- 
tubes and cylindrical boilers generally, 
there was a consideration which he 
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thought had been overlooked. The 
French Mediterranean squadron had heen 
referred to as being superior in speed to 
our own Mediterranean fleet. Half of 
that French squadron had, he believed, 
the Belleville boiler, and the other half 
the Niclausse boiler. He thought it 
required some explanation when we were 
told on the one hand that we were going 
torack and ruin because we were instal- 
ling water-tube boilers in our ships, and 
onthe other hand that our rivals, who, 
it was said, were faster than we were, 
were using very boilers. ‘The 
situation might be put on a wider ground 
than that. The Admiralty were not at 
present advised by any body to revert to 


these 


eylindrical boilers, but, on the contrary, 
they were dcliberately advised to adopt 
water-tube boilers. Perhaps the recoi- 
mendation of the Boiler Committee was 
not fresh in the memory of hon. Members, 
and he would read it. The Committee's 
recommendation was as follows 


“The Committee are of opinion thas tl 
advantages of water-tube boilers for naval 
purposes are so great, choefly from the military 


ie 


point of view, that, provided a satisfactory 
type of water-fube boiler be adopte lait would 
be mors suitabl ‘for use in H.M. Navy than 
the cylindrical type of boiler.’ 

Then the Committee mentioned four 
boilers, and sugvested that if a water-tube 
boiler was to he decided upon at once for 
use in the Navy, some or all of these types 
should be used. Some doubt had been 
thrown upon the value of the advice 
tendered by the Water-tube Committee. 
The Committee was composed of gentlemen 
of acknowledged engineering qualifications. 
The Chairman was Admiral Sir Compton 
E. Domvile, and the other members were 
Mr. J. A. Smith, R.N., inspector of 
machinery ; Mr. John List, superintending 
engineer, Union Castle Line: Mr. James 
jain, superintending engineer, Cunard 
Line; Mr. J.T. Milton, chief engineer, sur- 
veyor of Lloyds’ Registry of Shipping; Pro 
fesssor A. B. W. Kennedy; and Mr. J. 
Inglis, head of the firm of Messrs. A. and 
J. Inglis, with Captain M. KE. Browning, 
R.N., and Chief Engineer W. H. Wood, 
R.N., as secretaries. The Admiralty 
must of course be responsible for the 
adoption of their advice ; but if they had 
not adopted it, they would have been open 


to very grave censure. When the 
present Board took over the ad- 


ministration of the Navy, they found 
that this Committee had been  ap- 
pointed. No one had ever contended 
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that the Committee was not a competent 
body, and if the Admiralty had failed to 
follow its recommendations they would 
have been censured by his hon. friend 
opposite. 


*Sim EDWARD REED said that he 
and others took very great exception to 
the constitution of the Committee as well 
as to its Report. Mr. Smith of the 
Admiralty was the only Gentleman 
appointed who had had experience of 
these boilers in warships, but his advice 
was more or less overruled. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY said 
that, speaking generally, engineers had 
the utmost confidence in the members 
of the Committee, and believed that 
whatever Report they arrived at woul 
be worthy of the respectful attention of 
the Admiralty. 


Mr. ARNOLD FORSTER said there 
had been a general consensus of opinion 
that this was a competent Committee. 
They had been considering the matter 
for two years, and had found, in the 
first place, that it was desirable to use 
water-tube boilers, if one of a satisfactory 
kind could be found. The problem was 
one which had been presented, not only 
to this country. but to every other 
country. Every other country, acting 
on the advice of expert author ties, had 
adopted water-tube boilers; and the 
Committee found that not one single 
country, having adopted them, had pro- 
posed to go back to cylindrical boilers. 
Thit was the result of a consensus of 
scientific ‘opinion which was very 
suggestive indeed; and he was not over- 
whelmed by the statements of the Member 
for Gateshead who was not in agreement 
with the majority of the engineering 
world. 

Now, with regard to the objection 
raised that these boilers had never been 
adopted by the mercantile isarine, it 
was obvious that the separation of func- 
tions in the boilers of the mercantile 
marine and in warships had been present 
to the Admiralty of France and the Ad- 
miralty of America, and with all the evi- 
dence before them to enable them to decide 
the question, they had decided it in the 
same sense as the British Admiralty. This 
country had gone further. They had 
referred to the Committee the question 
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as to what types of boilers were recom- 
mended for the new cruisers just laid 
down. The Committee had reported 
upon it, and the nature of the Report 
had been brought under the attention of 
the House. He was asked why it was pro- 
posed to put in a combination of boilers, 
partly cylindrical and partly water-tube. 
He would say, in the first place, they 
were only following important _pre- 
eedents. ‘This practice had been adopted 
in several navies ; among them the plan 
had earried out in the German 
Navy, where they had a combination of 
water-tu be and cylindrical boilers in nine 
of their newest battleships. His hon. 
friend the Member for Cardiff 
asked what was the value that they 
got out of combination at all, and 
whether the system was adopted on 
the recommendation of the Committee. 
It was in effect due to the recommen- 
dation of the Committee, who, how- 
ever, had recommended ,*, cylindrical 
to ,, water-tube, whereas the Admiralty 
proposed to make the proportion | to ! 
water-tube. The reason for adopting 
the plan was that cruising with the 
eylindrical boilers in the ordinary 
course, as ships in the Navy did nine 
days out of ten, or twenty-three hours 
out of twenty four, they consumed 
a very small amount of coal, and 
then, if necessary, they could, at any 
moment, light up the fires of the water 
tube boilers and steam at the highest 
rate. That he understood to be the 
ground on which that combination had 
been recommended. Had the Admiralty 
reverted to the cylindrical boiler in the 
ease of these ships, their design would 
have had to be altered, as they 
could not have obtained the designed 
speed or displacement with — eylin- 
drical boilers, and that would have in- 
volved a very serious delay, and possibly 
subjected all these ships to a diminu 
tion of speed which the Admiralty were 
not prepared to contemplate in the case of 


been 


war. He was bound to say moreover, from | 


all the advice they had, they were not 
prepared to revert to cylindrical boilers. 
He wished to point out to the Member 
tor Cardiff that this combination 
system had been adopted entirely in- 
dependent of any agitation, and in 
accordance with the Report of the 
Boiler Committee. He thought he had 
Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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given the reasons why the Admiralty 
had pursued the course they had. He 
did not know whether he had made 
these technical matters clear to the 
Committee, but he had tried to state 
clearly the reasons which had 
actuated the Admiralty in adopting 
this course. Greatly as he valued 
the opinions of the hon. Member for 
Gateshead in this matter, he thought 
that it was impossible, in view of all 
the advice they had had, and in view 
of the opinion of the engineering world, 
for the Admiralty to revert with 
regard to the whole of these ships to 
cylindrical boilers. 


*(6.23.) Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great 
Yarmouth) said heshared the vie ws of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Forest of Dean in regard to the general 
construction of the programme. He 
himself thought the delays serious, and 
that the Admiralty were not overtaking 
them. Although the programme might 
look well for this year and the next year, 
he did not think it looked so very 
favourable tor the following years. His 
hon. friend the Secretary to the 
Admiralty, as he understood him, had 
said that there were seventy-six ships 
under construction. It would bea great 
public advantage if the hon. Gentleian 
would give the particulars of these 
seventy-six ships. Unless his hon. friend 
included in these seventy-six ships a vast 
mass of small craft he could not under- 


stand the statement, which would of 
course carry great weight with the 
country 

Mr. ARNOLD FORSTER said that 


fourteen battleships were under construc- 
tion, and twenty-four first-class armed 
cruisers. The others were the first class 
cruisers, two second-class cruisers, two 
third-class cruisers, five s oops, fifteen 
torpedo boat destroyers, five submarines, 
five torpedo boats, and two auxiliary 
vessels—a total of seventy-five. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMBsaid that he only 
emphasised the confusion likely to arise 
in the public mind as to whether the 
contracts were kept to time. He wished 
to see how far the programme was being 
kept up, because it was rather difficult 
to follow it at any particular period. 
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He’ deprecated the practice, which was 
quite a modern one, of splitting up 
thef Construction Vote in this manner, 
and so limiting the discussion to the 
different departments of construction. 
In previous times the Construetion Vote 
was the occasion of raising the whole 
question. 


Tue CHAIRMAN said there was 
nothing to prevent the hon. Member 
from discussing the general policy. but 
when he desired to move an Amendment 
ona particular item, he could only move 
that when that particular item came on 
for discussion. 


*sire JOHN COLOMB said he did not 
wsh to occupy the time of the House, 
but that he thought that this was a 
matter to which attention ought to 
be called. He should not say anything 
now with regard to subsidized cruisers, 
but would reserve that toa later period, 
he would just make this one remark 
that when he saw this expenditure 
growing. as it was growing, and remem- 
bered that it was for the defence 
of the empire, he could not 
hep seeing the unequal manner in 
which the burden of this expenditure 
was borne by the empire, he thought 
sme statement should be made in the 
House as to what it was proposed to do 
inthis matter when the Colonial Premiers 
arrived in this country for the Coronation. 
With regard to the question of dockyard 
and the construction work by dockyards, 
and by contract, he pointed out that 
our dockyards at present were blocked 
with ships; and it was a question 
whether these great yards.,capable of 
dealing with the largest ships in the 
Navy, should be used for the repairing 
of smaller craft like the destroyers. On 
either the east or the west coast a 
torpedo-dockyard might be establshed 
for the lighter class of vessels, where 
the machinery would be adapted to 
the work. The present congestion was 


whole 
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80 great that some change must be made. | 


It was noticeable that some ships were 
much more frequently in dock than 
others. The Estimates gave no informa. 
tion on this point; and perhaps the 
Admiralty would furnish a Return of 
the ships built since 1885, showing how 


Estimates. 


Mr. MARK''AM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) asked the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he could give any 
assurance that contractors would not 
be required to lay down new plant for 
the new type of boiler, as they had been 
required to do when the Belleville boiler 
was first introduced. When the Govern- 
ment commenced building Belleville 
boilers, the Admiralty gave instructions 
to the contraetors, or rather the con- 
tractors were given to understand that 
unless they put down considerable plant 
of a most expensive type, contracts would 
not be given to them. He hoped they 
would not be required to increase their 
plant for the purposes of this new boiler 
until it had been thoroughly tested. He 
thought the country had been alarmed very 
unnecessarily about water-tube boilers, 
but he did not see any difficulty about the 
use of them, provided they were properly 
constructed. He thought the Admiralty 
were acting most wisely in adhering to 
the principle of water-tube boilers, and 
refusing to go back to cylindrical boilers. 
He hoped the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty would not be led astray by any agita 
tion got up against water-tube boilers. 
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Vote agreed to. 


2. Motion made,and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £7,665,800, 
be granted to His Majesty to defray the 
expense of the Contract Work for Ship- 
building, Repairs, ete., which will come in 
course of payment during the year end- 
ing on the 3lst day of March, 1903.” 


*(6.50.) Sin JOHN COLOMB said he 
had a notice of Motion on the Paper to 
move to reduce the Vote by £63,000 in 
respect of subventions for the right of 
pre-emption or hire of merchant cruisers. 
This was no unusual Motion, and he took 
this course now on the same ground as he 
had done year after year. Therefore, it 
was not necessary for him to repeat again 
arguments which had 
stantly urged in Committee. A Committee 
had been appointed to inquire into the 


those he con- 


question of shipping subsidies. By means 
of a Question, he had asked the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether that Committee 


often each had been in dock and for! would consider the policy of subsidising 


What reason. 


the steamers, and his hon. friend informed 
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him in reply that that question was ex- 
cluded from the purview of the Com- 
mittee. He wished to know whether this 
sum of £63,000 was divided equally 
between the ships; whether the same 
sum was paid for 16)-knot boats as was 
paid for boats. The original 
policy of the Admiralty with regard to 
these subventions was based on the 
assumption that when war broke out they 
would get full value back by using these 
ships either as transports or as armed 
erwsers. After a little time the word 
“transports” disappeared, and the ships 
were to be used only as auxiliary cruisers. 


2O-Kiot 


He wished to know whether it was a fact 
that when the “ Majestic” was used as a 
transport to the Cape she was a_ total 


failure for that service, because, although 
she could steam 20 knots for five or six 
davs, her speed fell to 16 knots on thie 
longer run. If that were so, what was 
the good of such a ship as an auxiliary 
cruiser! He would like to know what 
fighting value the Admiralty attached to 
that sort of ship. Was it not a fact that 
such were absolutely useless for 
any Was it not the 
case that in the Spanish-American war 
these ships were proved to be absolutely 
useless ! The Admiralty were spending 
this £63,000 in pursuit of a policy 


1 
Vesseis 


purpos ses OF war. 


they could not justify, and which in 
the last fifteen years had resulted in 
the loss of half a million © sterling. 


How was it that aiter al! these years they 
had nothing to show for this expenditure 
of over half-a-million and the ouly ship 
they hal ever tried to use had been a total 
failure. ‘Therefore, he felt it his duty to 
move a reduction of this Vote, and if his 
hon. friend the Secretary to the Admiralty 
was able to convince him chat this 
expenditure was a just and proper policy 
take a 
Committee ought to look at this question 
as a matter of and not go on 
voting this money after year. It 
was quite a different system from that 
adopted by the German Government, who 
pursued a definite policy both in peace 
and The effect of taking up the 
fast ships in time of war would be to 
throw our commerce into the 
ships. He hoped his hon. triend would 
be able to give a full explanation and 
show that this was a reasonable policy to 
pursue. 
Sir John 


he would not division. The 


business, 
year 


war. 


slower 


Colomb. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That Item I be omitted.”— (Sir John 
( Colomb.) 


(7.0.) Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said 
that the question of granting subsidies 
was under consideration by a small 


Committee, and that the whole question 
was naturally exciting a great deal of 
interest in connection with the subsidizi ing 
of the mercantile marine, independent ly 
of other considerations. It might well 
be therefore, that the views which the 
Admiralty had hitherto entertained, and 


which had found expression in the 
Estimates in each sueceeding year, and 
had aroused the wrath of the hon. and 


gallant Gentleman, inight be modified at 
an early date in pursuance of some general 
policy which might be determined wpon 
as to the subsidizing of the mercantile 
marine. The hon. Member had asked 
whether the payment to the varions 
companies were equal payments for 
unequal services. That was not so. He 
was under the impression that the figures 
had heen often published betore, and that 
Estimates this 


they were not in the vear 
Was an oversight and a mistfoviine. The 
“Oceanic,” “ Majestic,’ and “ ‘tcuton.e” 


received threetimes thesubsidy received! y 
the * Empress of India,’ >the: ‘Empress of 
China,” and 5 Empress ot Japan,” 
which were 16}-knot vessels. The principle 
of allocation, according to merit and speed, 
was pursued in the subsidy agreements 
with regard to all the ships in the list. 
he was not empowered to say that at the 
present time it was contemplated by the 
Admiralty to relinquish the retention of 
these ships in time of war under the present 
arrangement. He did not think that the 
argument to the effect that the country 
had been paying for these ships for a 
long time and had had no value out of 
them, was one to pes great weight 
ought to be attached, because although we 
had happily for several years not been en- 
gaged in maritime war, the argument, if 
carried to its exteme limit _ would be an 
argument against any pre cautionary 
measure either in such for domestic 
matters as fire insurance, or in preparation 
for war by sea or by land. The matter 
must be decided on other grounds than 
that. Even if the hon. Member added 
together the whole of the sums paid in 
respect of any one of these ships over the 
whole term of years, they would represent 
| nothing like the sum which would have 
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to be expended on a single first-class 
cruiser. He believed he was correct in 
saving that 100 years subsidies of one 


of the ships would barely sustain one 
first class cruiser ; it might therefore be 
looked upon as a service which the 


country were getting in addition to over 
aud above that which the regular cruisers 
of the Navy were able to render. That 
migit be a service which we did not 
require at all, and it might be one that 
could he procured for nothing, but that was 
another point. He was not prepared 
personally to take issue with tue hon. 
Member as to the point. He 
Was not quite positive that they might 
not obtain their services by other mean: 
in time of war ii the ships were required, 
but undoubtedly that would require an 
alteration in the law te more in 
ity with what he might call the 
more ferocious legislation of military 
Powers, whether we shouid greatly gain 
by substituting violent methods for 
mercial methods was a matter of opinion, 
but undoubtedly this arrangement did 
ve us a hold upon the ships in time of 
war. It had been said that the “ Majestic” 
on a long voyage to South Africa did 
not maintain her speed. in the cireum- 
stances that was not to be 


second 


} l- i+ 
MaKe ii 


conimerni 





com 


Ss! 


woudered at. 
Bat it did not at all follow from that that 
she would be of no use in time of war. 
On the contrary we should certainly have 
to contemplate in the Atlantic in time of 
war a considerable number of 
precisely the same type which would 
perform their functions in the Atlantic 
then as now, and the “ Majestic” might 


vessels of 


be relied upon to do the same thing. 


Ii that which happened to the “ Majestic ” 


in crossing the line was common to all | 


ships of that class, it would affect those 
ships also in time of war. Certainly he 
would be a bold man who would say that 


no service could be rendered in time of war | 


by powerful ships like the “ Majestic,” 
with a speed of from 15,000 to 20,000 
hp. There were services which could be 


performed by these ships which could not | 


be performed by any other class of ship. 
The German Government did the same 
thing, but according to the hon. and 
gallant Member for a totally different 
reason. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB: In a different 
way. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER | said it 
might be in a different way, but it came 


129 May 1902} 


Estimates. 966 
to exactly the same thing. The German 
Government obtained by administrative act 
the right touse theirtwenty-twoor twenty- 
three knot ships, and the ; urpose for which 
they were retained in Germany was 
precisely the same as that tor which 
they were retained in this country. 
There was an argument of great weight 
in the matter, and that was the question 
of the withdrawal of these ships from 
their proper use in time of war. That 
Was a matter of high poliey upon which 
he was not competent to express any 
valuable opinion. At present the view 
was that a judicions selection from the 


ships of the mercantile marine was per- 
missible in time of war, and it was 


that the Admiralty 
number ot these 
auxiliaries to the 
meet 


practically certain 
wonld use a certain 

ships in time of war as 
Navy. He could say no more to 
the points raised by the hon. and gallant 
Member than that it was proposed at 
present to continue the retention of 
these ships on the subsidised list, subject 
to any change of policy with regard to 
subsidising generally, and subject to the 
status some of the ships might acquire 
hip or 





owing to a change of owner 
registration. However, it was not 
sary to jump until they came io the 
stile, but it was the duty of the 
Admiralty to take all precautions to 
make use of the instruments in their 
hands, and it was not within his province 
to pronounce any opinion as to the 
action of the Admiralty if those vessels 
were transferred to another Power. 





nmeces- 


(7.9.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) said there was no stronger 
advocate than himself of the emplov- 
ment by the State of private vessels 
in time of war, but there was only 
proper method of so employing 
them, and that was by giving them a 
commission—in fact, to re-establish the 
| privateer. The privateer had accom- 
| plished some of the best naval service 
ever done for this country, and had 
inflicted more: damage, ship for ship, on 
‘the enemy than had the ships of the 
| Royal Navy. There was no more foolish 
method that could be adopted than this 
of subsidising peace ships for use in time 
of war. In olden times, the difference 
between a ship employed in peace and 
'a ship employed in war was very small ; 
it was merely necessary to put a little 
| armament in a ship, and she was as good 


lone 
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for the purposes of war as a man-of- the subsidies to these vessels. But sup- 
war itself. But that was not the case pose it were the case, as some said, that 
now. These steamers were altogether these vessels would not pass under a foreign 
unfitted for the purposes of war, if flag, but would remain in the eye of the 


for no other reason than that the essen- 
tial thing in a war steamship was 
that the engines should be below the 
water line. ‘There was not one of the 
subsidised vessels but had its engines 
entirely above tie water line, and: conse- 
quently exposed to the greatest danger 
which could befall a ship. There were 
other objections, one of which was that 
these vessels very rapidly became out of 
date. We were constantly selling our 
merchant ships to foreign countries, es- 
pecially Norway. Norway had the next 
largest tonnage in merchant ships to this 
country, and it was almust entirely com- 
posed of obsolete British vessels, tramps, 
and others. The result was that if war 
broke out, and the conditions of the sub 
sidy were enforced, the country would 
find itself landed with a lot of obsolete 
obsolete in themselves, and obso 
lete especially in regard to any fittings that 
might have been put on board to earry 
armaments, because by that time the arma- 
ments themselves would have changed. 
The Admiralty were particularly blame- 
worthy in having renewed the White 
Star Line subsidies at this particular june- 
ture. ‘The Admiralty had already paid 
that line an instalment in respect of the 
new subsidy, although they were perfectly 
conscious of the transactions which had 
taken place in connection with the 
Atlantic Shipping Trust. The line had 


vessels 


sold all its stuff to the Altantie Shipping | 


Trust. and had received value in cash and 
shares representing an enormous profit. 
It was true the bargain had not yet 


been carried out, but in effeet it was 


complete. It was but a question of a few 
months when the ships would be trans- 


ferred to American owners, and absolutely | 


under the dominion of a foreign corpora- 
tion. They must then, unless the Mer- 
chant Shipping Act of 1894 was absolute 
waste - paper, 
British ships. What would be the posi- 
tion if that were the case? We had 
paid the subsidies in advance, and after 
we had undertaken to carry on the 
subsidies we suddenly found that the 
ships receiving them had passed under a 
foreign flag. That was what occurred in 
regard to the Inman Line, and yet, with 
that lesson before them the Ad- 
miralty had chosen deliberately to renew 


Mr. Gibson Boles. 


necessarily cease to be | 


law, though not in effect, British vessels, 
What would be the effect of the dominion 
exercised over them by the foreign corpora- 
tion? At the very time we wanted them 
for use in war, perhaps in a hurry, we 
weuld find that they were in some port in 
the United States, and that the owners 
very thoroughly refused to allow them to 
depart from that port. England might 
be at war with the United States, which 
God forbid, or with a State with which 
the United States sympathised. In 
either of these cases we would have no 
chance of getting any use out of the 
vessels which we subsidised. He had 
listened to the speech of the Secretary to 
the Admiralty with surprise, which was 
intensified when he reached the end 
without touching on these — particular 
subsidies which he had recently renewed. 
They had had a very serious debate upon 
the shipping trust, which initiated an 
entirely new policy altogether uncontem- 
plated and new in itself. In the absence 
of any explanation, because the Secretary 
of the Admiralty never touched the 
particular subject of the subsidies he had 
recently renewed, he said it was monstrous 
for the Admiralty, in the state of doubt 
‘in which the thing now was, to have 
renewed these subsidies and actually to 
have paid an instalment of them. One 
of the reasons for paying the subsidies 
lat all was that those ships should be 
used as transports, but we never used 
one of them for transport purposes dur- 
}ing the war in South Africa, 


Sm JOHN COLOMB: Yes, one only, 
the “ Majestic.” 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said we had 
been able to land in South Africa, with- 
‘out the aid of those subsidised vessels, 
/ 250,000 men, and this had been done 
simply by appealing to the merchant 
| fleet of England. That showed that we 
did not require subsidies, and that for 
the purpose of transport this country was 
| in the happy position of being able to get 
/as many vessels as were required. This 
shipping trust, if it had a meaning at all, 
‘and if it had an ulterior purpose, as he 
| was afraid it had, was destined to rum 
their carrying trade, and yet they had 
the spectacle of the British Admiralty 
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encouraging this trust and subsidising 
some of the vessels which had _ been 
handed over to it. It was the most 
marveilous story ever told out of comic 
opera. Suppose they had no subsidies ? 
He believed it was the prerogative of the 
Crown to lay its hands upon any English 
vessel, which in time of war might be 
sized and paid for. There was a right 
of that sort inherent in the Sovereign of 
every country. This right was exercised 
during the Franco-German war, when the 
Germans seized six English ships and 
sunk them, although they subsequently 
paid for them. In this case the Germans 
were exercising their right of pre-emption, 
which he thought it would be absurd to 
deny to England itself. Whatthe Germans 
could do, surely the Sovereign of England 
could do for the preservation of his own 
country. He believed the granting of 
subsidies at all was a mistaken policy, 
for our purpose could be effected without 
them. He protested as strongly as he 
could against the renewal by the Admi- 
ralty of the subsidy to the White Star 
Line at time when that line had 
passed under the dominion of a foreign 
corporation, 


the 


Sir JOHN COLOMB asked the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty if he could state 
the amount paid to the White Star Line. 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : £21,000. 


Estimates. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB said the reply of 
his hon. friend had assured him to this ex- 
tent, that the Admiralty did recognise that 
the time had come, or was very nearly ap- 
proaching, when the whole question with 
regard to shipping in connection with 
war would have to be considered. In 
these circumstances he would prefer, 
instead of moving the reduction of the 
whole Vote, to move its reduction by 
£21,000, the amount of the White Star 
subsidy. He would ask the permission 
of the Committee to withdraw his 
previous proposal. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


(7.21) Motion made and Question put, 
“That [tem I (Royal Reserve of Mer- 
chant Cruisers) be reduced by £21,000.” 
—(Sir John Colom .) 


The Committee divided:—Ayes, 73 
Noes, 150. (Division List No. 184.) 
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Dickson, Charles Scott Lucas, Reginald J.(Porismeuth | Willox, Sir John Archibald int 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John PP. Macdona, John Cumming Wilsen, A Stanley York. FE R.) eve 
Dixon-Hartland. Sir F. Dixow © Maeclver, David (Liverpool) Wilson, Ches. Henry (Hull, W) ante 
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, as } . . c han 5 is 4 * 
Original Question put and agreed to. move the adjournment of +h {Louse tor Iris 
the purpose of discussing a definite J was 
It being half-past Seven of the matter of urgent public importance, viZ, mid 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to “the action of the Irish Executive mM § fary 
make his Report to the House. forcibly preventing a public meeting of or j 
the citizens of Dublin, and in assaulting J pp, 
Xesolutions to be reported tomorrow ; a Member of this House and others. i 
Committee to sit again this evening. He said that in bringing this Motion before as 

: a 

the House he desired to state that he 

EVENING SITTING. was not actuated by any personal § Stre 
— motives, or by anything that happened the 
RIGHT OF PUBLIC MEETING IN [RE- to himself on the 18th of May. Neither JP obje 
LAND—CONDUCT OF POLICE. did he complain of the treatment J ope 
[Motion For ADJOURNMENT. ] he received himself, except In 80 J ¢, 
(9.0.) Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, Col- far as it reflected upon his character ni 


as a representative of the people and a 


lege Green) rose, in pursuance of leave in ] 
Member of the House of Commons. He 


obtained at the afternoon sitting, to 
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wished to make no private capital out of 
this matter. His only desire was to 
vindicate the right of free speech and 
the right of «a Member of Parliament to 
address his constituents at a meeting 
legally convened f r a lawful purpose. 
In the ‘Juestion he put to the Chief 
Secretary earli rin the day upon this 
matter, ne expected to receive an 
answer that would | satisfied him 
and relieved him of the obligation of 
further taking up the time of the 
House. Tle had felt satisfied the Chief 
Secretary would have admitted that an 
illegal act had committed, and 
that, having had the manliness to admit 
that, he would have expressed regret for 
what had happened. The Chief Secretary, 
in his reply—not from his own personal 
knowledge, but relying on the infor- 
mation supplied to him—misrepresented 


rive 


neen 


the facts, and deceived the House of 
Commons. The Chief Seeretary said 
the meeting was to be held at 
Blessington Basin, which was a 


strip of water surrounded by a narrow 
footpath. The meeting was announced 
to be held in a ev/ de sue at the end of 
Blessington Street, which was a_ place 
at which he freyuently held meetings. 
The piace was selected because it was off 
the main thoroughfare, sand could not 
interfere with the publie trattic, what- 
ever the object for which the meeting 
was convened. The Chief Secretary 
said it was convened for the purpose of 
intimidating an individual named Dodd, 
who had grabbed a grass farm. He 
denied absolutely that the meeting 
was called for any such purpose, and for 
the best of all reasons, that negotiations 
had been entered into with the United 
Irish League, and the individual who 
was supposed to be denounced and inti- 
midated had given up the grabbed 
farm. here was no intention, directly 
or indirectly, to intimidate Mr. Dodd. 
The first objects of the meeting were 

to advance the National organisation, 
and to urge the people, as a means of 
strengthening their organisation, to join 
the nited Trish The next 
object of the meeting was to denounce 
coercion, and the next point was that 
the meeting was intended to protest 
against the action of a miserable creature 
in Dublin who had taken upon himself 


League. 
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to prostitute the city of Dublin by 
announcing that he intended to attend 
the Coronation as the representative of 
the city. It was because of that, that 
this meeting, as he believed, was forcibly 
suppressed. He would have denounced 
Mr. Peter M‘Cabe in all the moods and 
tenses at that meeting. Without mean- 
ing any disrespect to the King, he 
would have done that; but, so long as 
ireland was ruled as it was, the man 
would be a craven who would attempt to 
grovel at the feet of an English monarch. 

Now, he contended, if this meeting was 
deemed to be illegal, the Castle should 
have proclaimed it. The authorities did 
not do that, and he received 
the slightest warning that the meeting 
was to be prevented, and when he 
appealed to the police as to why the 
meeting was interfered with, he only re- 
ceived the reply: “The meeting will 
not be allowed to be held.” He insisted 
upon his right to hold the meeting, and 
he intended, by force if necessary, to 
reach rendezvous where the meet- 
ing was to take place. He tried to break 
through the cordon of police who were 
illegally attempting to stop the meeting, 
and when he had sueceeded in making 
his way into Blessington Street, and at- 
tempted to address the people from the 
steps of Mr. Lynch’s house, he was set 
upon by the police and flung to the 
ground, The people were hustled about, 
and struck by the police. Batons were 
not used, but the people were “ pucked ” 
and punched in the ribs. If the men at 
the meeting had had blackthorns, he 
would have assisted them in resisting 
the attacks of those who ought to have 
their protectors. Hie had heen 
given the trog’s march, and his arms 
were twisted until he almost writhed 
with pain, andin the presence of his 
constituents he was treated as a common 
malefactor, a treatment which was seen 
from che windows of his house by Mr. 
Thomas Sexton, a gentleman who for 
had ornament to the 
House of Commons. So much for his 
own part in what happened. But the 
people a'so were attacked, and some of 
them beaten. One respectable woman, 
coming from her devotions, annoyed at 
the way she was used, struck a policeman 
with her umbrella, and the cowardly 


never 
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vears been an 
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fellow broke the umbrella across his 
knee, and then struck her with the 
pieces. Men went to her assistance, and 


one of them, who not unnaturally re- 
taliated, was fined 40s. next morning—a 
fine which was paid by the very man 
whom it was said they intended to 
intimidate. By whose authority was 
the meeting proclaimed? He was siutis- 
fied it was not the Chief Secretary, who 
had merely today read the answer 
which was handed to him. In any ease, 
the only effect of it was to call in a wider 
way attention to land-grabhing and its 
consequences. Some of the people who 
were there did not know what the meet- 
ing was for. They probably said ‘Oh, 
it is the Member for the College Green 
Division going to address his constituents. 
Perhaps he is going for Peter M‘Cabe, 
the butcher, who is to welcome His 
Majesty.” But, in any case, one result 
of what had happened was that Mr. 
Dodd had sent a substantial cheque to 
the League, and was to be elected a mem- 
ber of the organisation. The whole 
affair was a scandalous instance of the 
way in which Ireland was ruled. It 
showed that there was no real freedom 
of speech, and it illustrated the manner 
in which the people were treated. 


(9.30.) Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I 
have pleasure in seconding the Motion. 
There are two aspects in which this 
matter may fairly be considered. First 
of all, there is the aspect of the illegal 
conduct of the Government in interfering 
with the right of free mceting and free 
speech in the city of Dublin. That is a 
very serious aspect of the case. We 
have been accustomed for several years 
to interference in other parts of Ireland 
with the right of free meeting, but 
interference with it in Dublin is a rare 
occurrence. Although, strictly speaking, 
and from the legal point of view. there is 
nothing more wrong in the suppression 
of a meeting in Dublin than in the 
country, the rare character of the 
proceeding gives greater gravity to the 
action on the part of the Government. 
It becomes all the more serious because 


the pretext upon which the Government | 


has always sought to justify its inter- 

ference with the right of free meeting is 

absolutely grotesque when applied to 

Dublin—the pretext, namely, that the 
Mr. Nanneiti. 
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meetings in other parts of Ireland have 
been called, or were caleulated, to intimi. 
date individuals residing in lonely situa- 
tions. But this is the first time in our 
recent experience of coercion in which 
any Chief Secretary has suppressed a 
meeting in Dublin upon the plea of its 
being organised for the purpose of 
intimidating an individual. That, | 
gather, is the ground upon which the 
Chief Secretary is going to defend the 
action ot the police. 


| desire to protest against the tone 


in which the Chief Secretary dealt 
with this question. He endeavoured 
to turn the whole matter to ridi- 
cule, when he spoke of my __ hon. 


friend the Member for the College Green 
Division as proceeding to address a meet- 
ing of his constituents at Blessington 
Basin, which is a sheet of water. In 
other words, what I assume the Chief 
Secretary meant, if his statement had 
any meaning at all, was that the audience 
would be swimming round in the basin 
as if they were a set of aquatic fowl 
while the hon. Member was standing on 
the margin addressing them. That, I 
suppose, is intended to be witty and 
humorous, but it is not a worthy tone for 
him to adopt in dealing with this matter. 
The right hon. Gentleman, | suppose, 
never saw the place in question: but it 
is quite near where I live, and it isa 
place suitable for public meetings, and I 
am informed that meetings are held there. 
It is a cul de suc, and therefore there is 
no traffic which could be interfered with. 
What happened was a serious matter, and 
it might have led to bloodshed. — It is not 
the fault of the police or the Chief Seere- 
tary that it did not. 

Now I want to say a word as to the 
point put as an alleged justification of 
the action of the Executive, that the 
meeting was in reality intended to intim:- 
date a gentleman living in the vicinity. 
Although there was nothing on the ple 
card calling the meeting to show that, 
the police in their wisdom took it into 
their heads that that was the object. I 


| protest in the most forcible manner 
against the doctrine again renewed 


in Ireland that the police have the right, 
by some power of thought reading to 
look into the minds of the promoters of 
meetings in Ireland, and, because they 
'think that these men have some occult 
| design, to proclaim meetings to prevent 
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the promoters from deing something 
which they say they have no intention of 
doing. In the present instance their 
action was clearly illegal. It has been 
laid down in this House by Mr. Gladstone, 
one of the greatest authorities on con- 
stitutional law, that when the police 
undertake to interfere with a meeting 
they have no more legal authority than 
anyone else, and if you have sufficient 
power you are entitled to beat down, to 
resist, to overcome them, and to hold 
your meeting, and that the police have 
no remedy against you but that of force 
on the spot. It must be evident to any- 
one who accepts that doctrine that the 
Government ought not to undertake to 
prevent a meeting unless they are con 
fident they can show that there is some 
great and useful public object to be 
achieved by suppressing the meeting. 
I say that the Government who recklessly, 
and without any great object to be 
served, stops a public meeting legiti- 
mately assembled, and thereby takes the 
risk of causing a breach of the peace, is 


committing a very great crime, and 
ought to be called to account for its 


conduct. The history of this case is 
very characteristic of the action of the 
Irish Executive. This gentleman, Mr. 
Dodd, has had a most extraordinary 
experience during the past two months. 
He took a farm in the West of Ireland. 
A difference of opinion arose in the 
district as to whether his action amounted 
to what is know in Ireland as_land- 
grabbing. Mr. Dodd, however, con- 
tinued to hold the farm, though his 
action was condemned by some local 
branches of the United Irish League. 
What happened then? My hon. friend 
the Member for North Leitrim was 
attached by Mr. Justice, who is landlord, 
as it were, of the farm held by Mr. 
Dodd, and sentenced to a term of 
imprisonment and fined for interfering 
in the case by publishing in his news- 
psper the resolution condemning Mr. 
Dodd. The publication of that resolution 
in the Sligo Champion had no effect 
on Mr. Dodd, but the moment Mr. 


Justice Ross intervened, Mr. Dodd wrote | 


to the papers apologising to the Member 
tor North Leitrim, and having sur- 
rendered the fa m removed his cattle 


to Dublin, and had them waiting to be | 


when this 
Therefore, 


sold there, 
summoned. 


meeting was 
I do not see 
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how it can be maintained that Mr. Dodd 
was intimidated. What the United Irish 
League in Sligo failed to do, the interven- 
tion of Judge Ross immediately achieved. 
Before the meeting was summoned, 
which the Chief Secretary says was 
summoned for the purpose of intimi- 
dating Mr. Dodd, that gentleman had 
actually surrendered the farm in the 
West, and had written apologising to 
the Member tor North Leitrim. What 
was the next step? This meeting is 
suspressed, and my hon. friend brutally 
ill-treated. [Ministerial laughter.] Hon. 
Members opposite laugh because my hon. 
friend says he was punched in the ribs. 
When a Dubiin policeman punches you 
in the ribs youare in no humour to 
laugh. If you have ever the misfortune 
to get punched, you will not forget 


it jor a very cons derable time. But, to 
return to the case of Mr. Dodd. This 
outrage on the people of Dublin 


was cominitted for the purpose of pro- 
tecting Mr. Dodd, though he had already 
made his peace with the United Irish 
League. On the morning after the 
meeting, Mr. Dodd wrote to the Inns 
Quay Ward Branch of the United Irish 
League, sending a cheque for £5, as a 
protest against the action of the Govern- 
ment, and requesting the honour of be- 
ing elected a member of the League. 
Consequently, the result of the action of 
the Government in this case has been to 


drive Mr. Dodd out of his farm and 
into the National Organisation. The 
action of the Government has been 


precisely and diametrically the reverse of 
what they intended it to be. Let me 
say a word as to the conduct of the 
police. I must say that as contrasted 
with the constabulary in the country, 
the Dublin police have, on the whole, an 
honourable record. ‘Their conduct to- 
wards the people is not characterised by 
the harshness which so often dis- 
tinguishes the Irish police. Unless in 
extraordinary cases of this kind their 
energies are mostly directed to the 
maintenance of peace and the prevention 
of crime, aud these are duties which the 
Royal [rish Constabulary generally con- 
sider beneath their notice. In this case 
my hon. friend was knocked down and 
rolled in the mud by the police. They 


| seized him and twisted his arms as is done 


in the case of the most violent people—a 
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eruel proceeding which, when people are 
very violent and outrageous, the police 
may sometimes be justified in resorting 
to. To resort to that in the case of my 
hon. friend was brutality, which | do not 
think youcan justify. | say that tran- 
sactions of the nature I have described 
must inevitably lead to irritation amongst 
the people, and the responsiblity of the 
Government in the matter is enormous. 

IL think I have a right to ask the Chief 
Secretary, first, to tell us on what ground 
he held this meeting to be illegal. Was 
it so determined by himself and on his 
own responsibility ! I refuse to accept 
the stereotyped answer which the Chief 
Secretary usually gives of sayingthat he 
accepts all the responsibility. We want 
something more than that. We want 
to know who is the man who actually 
decided that this 
suppressed. Was he a police officer, the 
Lord Lieutenant, the Chief Secretary, or 
the Attorney General? I want to know 
also vas the decision arrived at 
to suppress the meeting? If 


meeting should be 


when 
f the decision 
was arrived at, as ] assume it must have 
been, some time before the meeting was 
to be held, why was not the usual pro- 
clamation posted? Why did the speakers 
not receive proper notice? Why was 
the Member for the Division not served 
with a notice? I also want to know 
whether before taking action any attempt 
was niide by the authorities to ascertain 
if Mr. i)odd required protection, or if he 
would not infinitely rather that the 
meeting had been allowed to go on? It 
is outrageous to take action for the 
alleged purpose of protecting people who 
would rather be left alone to make peace 
with their neighbours to the best of their 
opportunity. 

In tunis connection, let me draw atten- 
tion by way of contrast to the difference 
between the position of the city of Dublin 
and oi the great municipalities in this 


country. flere they are under the Home 
Secretary; in Dublin they are under 
Castle government. English Members 


have the opportunity of drawing atten- 
tion to grievances of this kind, whereas 
in Ireland no attention is paid to our 
representations. It is monstrous tha all 
this conduct on the part of the police 
should be possible in the city of Dublin 
in connection with an absolutely peaceful 
Mr. Dillon. 
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meeting. There is not a shred of pretence 
that any disorder or violence was dis. 
played in connection with that meeting. 
As a matter of fact there has not been a 
disorderly meeting in Dublin for a very 
long period ; but my hon. friend and his 
constituents have been hustled by the 
police most brutally at a peaceful meet. 
ing, and they have no means whatever 
of obtaining redress. We are exercising 
tonight, greatly to the inconvenience of 
the House of Commons, the only means 
open to us of ventilating our grievances, 
Why should not this question be judged 
on its merits in Dublin by the Corpora. 
tion, or some other body on the spot ! 
Contrast this condition of affairs with 
what took place in Birmingham the 
other day. In that city there was a 
violent and savage riot, in which the 
police were subjected to a hailstorm of 
stones before they retaliated ; but im- 
mediately the whole matter was investi- 
gated at enormous length by the Town 
Council of Birmingham, and everybody 
wis allowed to state his case in full, 
while the action ‘of the police Was con- 
demned to a certain extent. In Dublin, 
when a perfectly peaceful meeting was 
being held, an unjustifiable attack was 
made upon it by the police, and the 
representative in this House of that 
constituency was attacked by the police, 
knocked down, and rolled in the 
mud. Yet nothing was done. _ If 
the Colonial Secretary had been rolled 
inthe mud in Birmingham at a_ public 
meeting by the police, the House can 
imagine what would have happened! 
When that was done to a representative 
of the city of Dublin, and when he com 
plained at the action of the police, he was 
only laughed at. Of course, we shall 
be told by the Attorney General for 
Ireland that the hon. Gentleman might 
have recourse to the courts of law; but 
everybody knows that in the present con- 
dition of affairs in the city of Dublin 
justice cannot be expected. The last case 
in which the action of the police was 
challenged in the court an enormots 
amount of money was spent, but no one 
was the better of it except the lawyer 
who got their costs. I am not surprised 
when the Attorney General for Ireland 
gets up and says that our remedy is 2 
the courts of law. It is the old story, 
“«Come into my parlour,’ said the spider 
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to the fly.” The fact is that the police 
can do what they like in Ireland, and 
trample upon the law. The difference 
that exists between this country and 
Ireland is that here the Home Secretary 
is responsible to the House of Commons, 
and immediately there is any invasion of 
the rights of the people of England, if 
there is a doubt, the decision is given in 
favour of citizens. But when you cross 
the Channel to Ireland the whole thing 
is absolutely reversed. When we bring 
forward a case of the rights of the citizens, 
and a doubt arises, the benefit of the 
doubt is given in favour of the police. It 
is for these reasons that I most heartily 
sympathise with my hon. friend, and 
support him in taking this opportunity 
of drawing attention to his case. 
Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.” 


(10.0.) Toe CHIEF SECRETARY For 
IRELAND (Mr. WynpuaM, Daver): The 
first thing {| have to say is that I 
accept the whole responsibility !or the 
action of the Irish executive and the 
Dublin metropolitan police, in respect 
of everything said or done, directly or 
indirectly, by anyone connected with 
the police or the executive in the matter 
in question. The hon. Member for East 
Mayo asked me to give, in my reply, 
consideration to the statements he made. 
Imav say that I do not accept all the 
statements made by the hon. Member, 
and | do not expect that all my own state- 
ments will be accepted by the hon. Mem- 
ber. | wish, however, to reply to the hon. 
Member, after mature consideration. I 
know all that has taken place, and I 
doubted if the Government, or the 
police force of any town in this country, 
or on the continent of Europe, ever 
acted with greater tact, forbearance, and 
consideration than the Irish executive 
and the Dublin metropolitan police did 
on this occasion, in view of proceedings 
that were not only exceptional in Ireland. 
but, I believe, unique in the history of 
the civilised world. The hon. Member 
for East Mayo had said that the action 
of the Government, and of the police, 
was extraordinary. So it was. When 
people behave in an _ extraordinary 
manner, they must expect extraordinary 
U\ iL, {i 
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procedure. Never before in Dublin—or 
in any other town in Europe—has a 
citizen, representing a division of the 
city in this House, ever counte anced 
an attempt to advance with bands and 
brakes in order to molest and annoy one 
of his own constituents ! 


Mr. DILLON said that what he had 
stated was that he knew of many occa- 
sions when great crowds had collected 
in Dublin, and when there was great 
excitement, and the police did not 
intervene. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The police did 
intervene on one occasion to protect the 
offices of the Freeman’s Journal —in 1892. 
But that was in a time of excitement ; 
this was a time of perfect peace, and 
there was no excuse for electoral fervour. 
Sometimes, we know, some of our con- 
stituencies have demonstrated with force 
against a candidate claiming their support, 
but I never heard before of an hon. 
Member of this House demonstrating 
against one of his own constituents. 

Now, with regard to the statement that 
no notice was given by the police that 
the meeting was not to be permitted. 
The advertisement announcing the meet- 
ing was published in the Freeman's 
Journal on 17th May, on Whit Saturday, 
stating that the meeting would be held 
on Whit Sunday, the following day. 
The police visited the meeting of the 
Inns Quay Ward Branch of the United 
Irish League, and there saw Mr. M‘Carthy 
and Mr. Kilbride, a former Member of 
the House, and informed them that the 
meeting would not be allowed. 


Mr. NANNETTI said that what the 
right hon. Gentleman said was quite 
correct ; but the police forced their way 
into the hall, and went upstairs in order 
to state that the meeting should not take 
place. He might say that he was not 
present on that occasion. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am very glad 
the hon. Member confirms the substance 
of my argument—that the police did not 
arbitrarily stop the meeting without any 
warning. The meeting having been 
announced to take place on a particular 
day, the police went to the represen- 
tatives of the bodies connected with it, 


20. 
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and conveyed to them that it would be 
an illegal assembly. They also called 
upon the officers of the Arran Quay 
Ward Branch of the United Irish League, 
and informed them that the Government 
would not allow the meeting, as they 
believed it would be an unlawful assembly. 
And the police also warned two bands 
not to attend, and these, accepting the 


warning, did not turn up at the 
meeting. The meeting was announced 
to be held “at Blessington Basin.” 


No one believed that it was to be 
held there, because Blessington Basin 
is a sheet of water with a path around it. 
The police knew that the announcement 
summoning the meeting to be held “at 
Blessington Basin” was a mere blind— 
a matter of poking fun at the Govern- 
ment. Everybody knew that the meeting 
could not be held in the water, and that 
it must be held in Blessington Street. 
Now, what is the point of that? It is 
that Mr. Dodd lived in Blessington 
Street. The hon. Member for East Mayo 
said that this meeting had nothing to do 
with Mr. Dodd. 


Mr. DILLON said that what he had 
stated was that, according to his informa- 
tion, there was nothing in the notice 
summoning the meeting which conveyed 
the impression that the meeting had been 
called for the purpose of intimidating Mr. 


Dodd. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My information is 
quite different. The placard summoning 
the meeting stated, after what I may call 
the trimmings of the resolutions, that the 
meeting had been called— 


“For the purpose of forwarding the national 
cause, and to condemn the conduct of the 
‘Coronation flunkies’; and to disas-ociate all 
Dublin men from all sympathy with land and 
grass grabb-rs in cities and iu towas.” 


I need not tell the House that the Irish 
police drew the natural conclusion from 
that placard that the meeting was not to 
be held in the water but in the street. 
On the 27th of April a letter was written 
to the newspapers stating that the meet- 
ing was illegal and immoral, and most 
injurious to the interests of Ireland ; and 
Mr. Dodd also wrote a letter in which 
he publicly denied that he was a “ grass 
grabber,” and objected to such a meeting 
being held infront of his house. Another 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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gentleman, however, wrote from Sligo to 
a Dublin paper, the Jndependent, that he 
did not accept Mr. Dodd’s view at all. 
We are told that the meeting was not 
summoned for the purpose of intimidating 
Mr. Dodd, and that no honest citizen 
could have guessed why the Executive 
intervened. But the subject had been 


discussed in the public press for a 
fortnight before the meeting, and it 


might just as well be said that no one 
in England would know whether a 
meeting had been held in favour of, or 
against the corn tax which had been 


discussed in The Times and _ the 
Daily News with arguments for and 


against for a fortnight previously. Every- 
one knew that the meeting was held in 
order to bring pressure to bear on 
Mr. Dodd, and pressure was brought 
to bear on this respectable shopkeeper 
by the Member of whom he is a con- 
stituent. There is no precedent for that 
in any civilised community, and I declare 
that if the Government and the _ police 
in Dublin, having this thing sprung upon 
them for a second time, after the meeting 
had been once abandoned, had failed to 
deal with it promptly and _ efticiently, 
then every man responsible ought to 
have been dismissed from his post. That 
view is, I believe, very widely shared 
in Dublin, even by persons who hold 
what are called very advanced opinions. 

We had no reason to believe that any 
person occupying the position of the 
hon. Member who moved the Adjourn 
ment would have lent the countenance 
of his presence to this meeting. The 
hon. Member asked why he was not 
warned. I have shown that we warned 
the people who made themselves publicly 
responsible for convening the meeting. 
We had no knowledge that the hon 
Member would be present. The hon. 
Member may reply that his name was 
on the placard. If the House will for- 
give me for again referring to the placard, 
‘I would ask hon. Members to consider 
the third paragraph. That paragraph 
did not state that the hon. Member 
would be present. It stated that he 
had been invited to attend, but he was 
‘not invited alone. The _ paragraph 
| States 3 

“ The following speakers have been invited 
!to attend. Mr. Michael Davitt, Mr. P. & 
M’Hugh, M.P., M. J. P. Nannetti, MP. 
Mr. J. J. Claney, M.P., Mr. J. J. Mooney, 
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M.P., Mr. T. Harrington, M.P. (Lord Mayor 


of Dublin), Mr. P. White, M.P., Mr. Johu 
O'Dowd, M.P., aud the Very Rey. Canon 
Maher.” 

The hon. Member was the only one who 
availed himself of the opportunicy of 
being present. I believe that Mr. Davitt 
who is aman of extreme views, and 
always has the courage of them, and 
who has stated them very frankly in 
this House attempted to dissuade the 
promoters from holding the meeting. 
He said it would be a mistake to have 
ameeting of this character in the heart 
of a large city. So far as the right hon. 
Gentleman the Lord Mayor of Dublin 
is concerned, the gates of Blessington 
Basin were shut, presumably by his order, 
as the Basin belongs to the Corporation. 
No countenance was given to this meeting 
by any of the invited guests except by 
the hon. Member; and | cannot conceive 
any countenance being given to such a 
meeting by any responsible person. Just 
imagine what it was. Three bands and 
several brake loads of people were to meet 
opposite the house of a shopkeeper in the 
hon. Member's own constituency, and 
then and there demonstrate against him 
and hold him up to odium. It was per- 
fectly intolerable, and I am bound to say 
that the meeting met with a very small 
measure of success. I have a map of the 
situation. The police said they would 
not allow the brakes to proceed beyond 
acertain point in North Frederick Street, 
and that they would not be allowed to 
get to the corner of Mr. Dodd’s house 
and threaten him in his own home. No 
one demurred to that except the hon. 
Member. ‘Two of the three bands which 
had been warned never turned up at all. 
One band came down the street, but on 
the police informing them that they 
would not be allowed to advance further 
they marched themselves off the scene, 
and took no further part in the proceed- 
ings. The whole demonstration consisted 
of one band and the two brakes. The 
two brakes wheeled about also, and the 
hon. Member, having abandoned his 
wheel transport, and accompanied now 
by only two faithful followers, got into 
a tramear, passed through the lines of 
police, and having got through by that 
manceeuvre, took up his position on the 
steps of a house immediately opposite 
the house of his constituent, and from 
that point of vantage began to denounce | 
him. 
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Mr. NANNETTI: I have a right not 
to be misrepresented. The Chief Secre- 
tary states what I know not to be true. 
I did not denounce any individual. 


Meeting in Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I know that that 
is what the hon. Member believes ; but I 
must stick to the facts. This meeting was 
discussed in the Press in respect to Mr. 
Dodd, and when the hon. Member now 
says that he did not denounce Mr. Dodd 
I think he is going beyond what he said 
in his first speech, because he then said 
that originally he did not intend to do 
so, but that in consequence of the action 
of the police he went so far as to mention 
Mr. Dodd’s name. 


Mr. NANNETTI: When I attempted 
to speak at Blessington Basin I was not 
allowed to carry my observations very 
far, because of the brutality of the police, 
but when a merchant of the city opened 
his house and gave me his window, then 
I called attention to the futility of Dublin 
Castle attempting to stifle discussion, and 
I did mention Mr. Dodd’s name. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
now admits that he did mention Mr. Dodd’s 
name, and he takes a different view of that 
from the view I hold. We have got to 
consider this. Mr. Dodd is a respectable 
shopkeeper in Dublin, and because he 
had taken a farm in Sligo, right away 
in the country, which he had a perfect 
right to do, and a right in the exercise 
of which we are bound to protect him, 
he has his conduct discussed in the public 
press for a whole fortnight, a meeting 
is summoned to terrorise him, it is 
abandoned because he is supposed to 
have given in, then someone writes to 
say he has not given in, and the meeting 
is summoned again. What is the in- 
ference? The hon. Member went very 
far in his “mention”’ of Mr. Dodd. He 
said— 

“T can tell the police that if they think they 
can = those who are the enemies of the 
people, they never made a greater mistake in 
their lives ” 

We have been told to-night that this 
meeting had nothing to do with Mr. 
Dodd! I quote again— 


‘“We have proved that if an action is com- 


mitted in Sligo it reverberates in Dublin ; that 
| Dublin is in sympathy with Sligo ; and those 
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Gentlemen who may commit themselves in 
Sligo will have to pay the reckoning to the men 
of Dublin.” 

Is not that violent intimidation? and 
from a Member, too, to one of his leading 
constituents. 1 do not think I need 
elaborate the matter any further. 
Whenever these questions are brought 
before the House we are told that we are 
interfering with the right of public 
meeting. It is accepted that the right 
of public meeting is no more than the 
collective rights of the individuals in that 
meeting to speak and advocate this or 
that policy. But these collective rights 


may not override the rights of other | 


individuals; the right to walk through 
the streets of Dublin, the right of Mr. 
Dodd to practise his trade without being 
molested. It is our duty to maintain the 
privileges of other persons in rural 
districts. That duty I have tried to 
discharge, but it becomes tenfold more 
imperative when these tactics are 
attempted in the streets of a great and 
noble city. 


*(10.34) Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Water- 
ford): Although the right hon. Gentleman 
hasattemptedtothrow ridiculeon this case, 
and to excite the laughter, and promote 
the amusement, of Members of this 
House, still the fact that he has spoken 
at such length and with such warmth on 
the matter shows that he recognises, in 
his own mind, that this is an important 
question. The action of the Government 
in interfering with the right of public 
meeting in a great city like Dublin must 
always be a matter of grave importance, 
deserving the serious consideration of 
this House. The right hon. Gentleman’s 
justification of his action may be 
summed up as follows. He says this 
meeting was summoned for the purpose 
of intimidating a certain citizen of Dublin 
with the object of forcing that citizen 
to give up a farm which he had taken 
in the West of Ireland, and that it was 
the duty of the Government to protect 
that citizen from intimidation. That 
was the which the right hon. 
Gentleman, with great plausibility and 
cleverness, endeavoured to impress upon 
the House. But what becomes of that 
case in view of the fact stated here, and 
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not contradicted by the right hon. 
Gentleman, that before this meeting 
was summoned at all, this gentleman 
had surrendered the farm ? 


Mr WYNDHAM: I am ogorry to 
interrupt the hon. Gentleman, but | 
did contradict that, perhaps not ex- 
plicitly, in this way. Mr. Dodd claimed 
to have done something of the kind, 
and then Canon Maher wrote to say 
that he had not done so. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: 1! must 
trouble the House by repeating shortly 
what was stated by the hon. Member 
for East Mayo. The statement of my 
hon. friend is incontrovertible. It 
appeared in the public press, and cannot 
be denied, and the right hon. Gentleman 
did not attempt to deny it. What 
happened? Mr. Dodd took a farm in 
the West of Ireland under circumstances 
which the United Irish League thought 
unfair and injurious to the community. 
The United Irish League remonstrated 


with him without success; then a 
Nationalist newspaper, owned by my 
hon. friend the Member for North 
Leitrim, published a Resolution con- 
demning the action of Mr. Dodd. 
Still Mr. Dodd remained  obdurate. 
Then the next step was that Judge 


Ross, who was the judge presiding over 
the Court which had jurisdiction over 
the estate in question, issued an attach- 
ment against my hon. friend. [An 
Hon. Memper: Hear, hear!] I am 
glad to find that hon. Members are in 
complete agreement with me so far. 
Lam stating facts which have not been 
disputed, and cannot be disputed. The 
next step was that Mr. Dodd, who had 
resisted the action of the United Irish 
League, who had treated with contempt 


_apparently the Resolution published in 


this newspaper, came forward at once 
when Judge Ross issued the attachment 
against my hon. friend and surrendered 
the farm, and wrote to my hon. friend 
apologising for having been the uncon 
scious cause of getting him into trouble. 
[An Hon. Member: Oh!] It is rather 
stupid to ery “Oh.” I am not asking 
hon. Members to agree with Mr. Dodd; 
I am stating the facts. These are in- 
controvertible facts, and no one can 














mee 
Basi 
be « 
ar 
gare 
and 
life 

the 

mee 
righ 
was 
The 
the 

this 
inte 
sim} 
mar 
of t! 
Ide 
inva 
Whe 
mee 
was 
all | 
My 

plac 
ing, 





in 


to 


‘X- 
ed 
id, 


lar. 
een 
rhe 
had 
rish 
npt 

in 
nee 
ent 
red 
end 
“on- 
ble. 
her 
cing 
dd ; 


in- 


can 











Right of Public 


deny them, and they all happened long 
before this meeting was summoned. Mr. 
Dodd had, for one reason or other, which 
may not commend itself to hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, surrendered the tarm. 
[An Hon. Member: Under pressure. | 
Certainly; but the hon. Member must 
be very dense if he cannot see my 
point. 1 am simply making the point 
that the Government could not have 
prevented this meeting for the purpose 
of protecting Mr. Dodd from intimida- 
tion, because before the meeting was 
held, for one reason or other, intimida- 
tion or what you like, Mr. Dodd had 


surrendered the farm. ‘The farm was 
surrendered before the meeting was 


summoned at all, and in these circum- 
stances the Government forced upon Mr. 
Dodd their attention and protection, and 
thencomedown to this House and say they 
did it in order to protect Mr. Dodd in 
his right to retain possession of a farm 
which, as 1 have shown, he had already 
given up. 

There are one or two matters in 
the speech ot the right hon. Gentle- 


man to which I desire to allude. He 
tried to throw some ridicule on the 
statement on the placard tht the 


meeting was to be held “at Blessington 
Basin.” If he knows the locality he must 
be aware that Blessington Street ends in 
a railing and gate leading into the 
garden in which the Basin is situated ; 
and every one acquainted with public 
life in Dublin knows that it has been 
the custom for many years to hold public 
meetings at the end of Blessington Street, 
right up against the railings. No one 
was under any misapprehension at all. 
The meeting was called to be held at 
the end of Blessington Street, and all 
this talk about Blessington Basin being 
intended to hoodwink the police is 
simply nonsense. ‘The right hon. Gentle- 
Man says that sufficient notice was given 
of the intention to suppress the meeting. 
Ideny that altogether. It has been the 
invariable custom of the Government, 
When they intended to suppress a public 
meeting, to doit by proclamation, which 
was printed and posted and served on 
all persons likely to attend the meeting. 
My hon. friend had, according to the 
placard, been invited to attend the meet- 
ing, and if the Government had followed 
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their own almost invariable practice, 
they would serve on each of the persons 
mentioned on the placard notice that the 
Government were going to suppress the 
meeting. They did nothing of the kind. 
All they did was to send notice to the 
rooms of two branches of the United 
Irish League, but no other notice what- 
ever did they give to the citizens of 
Dublin or to the persons who were 
invited to attend. Theright hon. Gentle- 
man sought to throw some ridicule on 
my hon friend, because he was the only 
one of those invited who turned up. 
But my hon. iriend is Member for the 
locality, and of all who were invited to 
the meeting he was the most likely to 
attend, and probably he, above all others, 
considered it his duty to attend. He 
was living in Dublin, his address was 
well known to the authorities, yet no 
notice whatever was served upon him, 
and, as far as the general public was 
concerned, no one in Dublin, with the 
exception of two or three men at the 
offices of two branches of the United 
Irish League, had any idea that the 
meeting was to be prohibited, until he 
found himself in the presence of an 
armed force of police. I therefore 
complain that the right hon. Gentleman 
did not take precautions te prevent the 
possibility of # collision with the police, 
attended with violence, and perhaps with 
bloodshed. The right hon. Gentleman 
said nothing at all about the treatment 
meted out to my hon. friend. He did 
not say a word about the police throwing 
him down, and twisting his arms behind 
his back as if he were a drunken and 
disorderly person. Is that statement 
true? If it is true, has the right hon. 
Gentleman no word of regret and apology 
to give? I say that it is absolutely 
intolerable that the Member for a Division 
of a great city like Dublin. invited by 
his constituents to address a public 
meeting, who had received from the 
authorities no hint that they intended 
to prevent the meeting, should, when 
he went to the meeting with the in- 
tention of exercising his right to address 
his constituents, be subject to brutal 
violence and insult of this kind. It is 
typical of the system of government 
in Ireland that when an instance of 


this kind comes to the attention of the 
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right hon. Gentleman, he has not one 
word of regret or apology to express 
to the House. If this occurred n 
England—{An Hon. Memper: It could 
not occur in England]. Quite right. 
The hon. Gentleman has certainly ex- 
pressed my view with complete accuracy. 
It could not occur in England. No 
matter how unpopular the views which 
an hon. Member might address to his 
constituents, it would be absolutely 
impossible for the police to seize upon 
him, to twist his arms behind his back, 
and drag him through the mire, and 
then find that no word of explanation 
or apoogy was to be given. This is 
another instance of the difference of the 
manner in which England and Ireland 
are governed, and it constitutes another 
reason for the detestation of English 
rule in Ireland which animates those 
sent to this House as the representatives 
of the Irish people, and constitutes in 
itself an explanation and justification 
of the attitude of those who refuse, in 
a time of general jubilation in the 
Empire, to have hand, act, or part in 
the celebration of the Coronation of a 
Monarch under whose rule such infamies 
are perpetrated. 


(10.52) Coroner SAUNDERSON 
(Armagh, N.): I rather wonder that the 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat down 
shoul: have challenged the House to 


cite an incident of a similar kind 
occurring anywhere in the United 
Kingdom, except in Ireland. Does he 


not remember the case of Mr. Cunning- 
hame Graham, who, not far from the 
walls of this House, offered considerable 
resistance, and was marched off to gaol. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): And he was prosecuted! 


CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON : Surely that 
shows that the hon. Member for the 
College Green Division is in a better 
position. [ must say I listened to this 
debate with very great interest, because 
in these days, when so many other 
matters occupy the attention of the 
House of Commons and the country, 
it is well, from time to time, to have 
the House reealled to the condition 
of Ireland, to the methods of political 

Mr. John Redmond. 
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parties in Ireland, and to the difficulties 
which any British Government are 
bound to have in that country if it is 
desirous of protecting life and property. 
For a considerable time, I confess, [ 
found great fault with the Government, 
When the United Irish League wag 
started I ventured to warn the then 
Chief Secretary for lreland that if it 
were allowed to grow unchecked it 
would ultimately overshadow the land. 
My statement was looked upon as an 
exaggerated view, and the opinion of the 
Government at that time was that this 
organisation would fizzle out. But [ 
knew better. Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
and myself understand Ireland, and 
anyone who understood Ireland would 
know that if an organisation of this 
kind were allowed to grow. unchecked, 
as organisations were allowed to grow in 
former years, it would assume a very 
dangerous position. But the Govern- 
ment are now alive to the facts of the 
situation, which is a matter of very 
great satisfaction to me; and I con- 
gratulate them on having recently taken 
a very much more serious view oi the 
United Irish League than they did a 
year or two ago. ‘They have proclaimed 
a portion of Ireland, but the difficulty 
in Ireland is that if you proclaim certain 
portions of the country, Irish politicians 
are sutticiently ingenious enough to know 
that if they step across the border from 
the proclaimed district they may carry on 
possibly without much personal danger, 
an agitation within the proclaimed 
district. I am glad to know that the 
Government are now dealing with 
efforts of intimidation outside the pro 
claimed districts, and I heartily con- 
gratulate them upon it. I do not know 
what effect has been produced on the 
House by this debate; but the effect 
produced on me has been to excite great 
sympathy for poor Mr. Dodd. Mr. Dodd 
had a long and strenuous war with the 
United Irish League. Ultimately the 
Government of the country and the 
authorities were not able to convince 
Mr. Dodd that they were capable of 
supporting him through the battle, and 
so he caved in, and he has now been 80 
moulded by the United Irish League and 
squeezed into proper shape that he 
recently paid 40s., the fine imposed on 
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some Irish politician who took part in the 
recent demonstration in Dublin; and 
since then, in order toshow how complete 
he has succumbed to the authority of the 
League, he has sent them a cheque for 
What I wish the House to consider 
is—Why was this meeting held? Mr. 
Dodd appeared all along to be bursting 
to belong to the United Irish League 
and was apparently prevented from 
joining it by my right hon. friend and 
Judge Ross. 


£5. 


Mr. DILLON: The right hon. and 
gallant Gentleman has completely mis- 
understood what I said. I said that Mr. 
Dodd defiedthe United Irish League, but 
when the Government attempted to 
protect him, he gave £5 and entered the 
United Irish League in order to escape 
from the Government. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON: As_ far 
as l ean make out from the hon. Member 
for East Mayo, Mr. Dodd would not have 
joined the United Irish League at all were 
it not for the efforts of my hon. friend 
and Judge Why then was this 
meeting proposed in order to intimidate 
this happy member of the United Irish 
League? This is a case of the priest in 
politics. Why did Canon Maher write to 
the Irish Independent and point out that 
Mr. Dodds was not after all sincerely 
penitent, but had still a recalcitrant 
element in his / There is one 


Ross. 


nature ! 
difference between England and Ireland. 
In this country, the constituents keep 
their eye on their Member, and if the 
Member votes wrong he hears about it. 
But in Ireland it is the Member who 
keeps his eve on his own constituency, 
and if any constituent takes any step 
contrary to what the Member believes 
to be the true course, the Member orders 

meeting and denounces him. ‘The 
result of holding a meeting and denounc- 
inga constituent in Ireland is that no 
one will buy his cattle, no one will deal 
with him, and in this case I suppose no 
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one would drink Mr. Dodd's whiskey. | 18 
'an hon. Member of this House through 


This particular constituent ought to 
have been looked upon by the hon. 


Member as a very influential constituent 
because he is the owner of several public 
houses, and if a meeting were held out- | 
side any of them | do not believe that a | put before him by the police. 
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single Nationalist would dare to enter 
and slake his thirst. I am glad the 
House has had an opportunity of recall- 
ing the position of affairs in Ireland 
and the difficulties of the Government. 
[am delighted that the Chief Secretary 
has shown that quality which, above all 
others, is necessary tv govern Ireland, 
and that is the possession of backbone 
quite regardless of the attacks and the 
buse which may be hurled at him in this 
House or the country by his political 
opponents. ‘The aim of the Government 
should be, whatever it may cost, to main- 
tain the law. 


(11.0.) Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.): The 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman, in a 
characteristic speech, has mistaken the 
whole case and left out altogether the 
conduct of a former Member of this 
House, now a judge. An hon. Member 
opposite said that this case could not 
occur in England. It could not occur 
in England for the simple reason that 
it was impossible to conceive an English 
Member addressing his constituents 
being treated in the manner in which 
my hon. friend was treated. The analogy 
of the case of Mr. Cunninghame Graham 
has been mentioned, but he was put on 
his trial bythe Government of the day 
and was tried by a jury of his fellow 
citizens. Why has not my hon. friend 
been prosecuted? If this meeting were 
illegal then my hon. friend’s conduct in 
resisting the police was illegal. Why 
was he notsummoned ! Simply because 
the Coercion Act is not in foree in Dublin 
and my hon. friend would, therefore, 
be tried before the ordinary tribunals. 
My hon. friend asked me to state that 
he challenges the Government to put 
him on his trial with regard to these 
proceedings, and if the case by the chief 
Secretary possessed one atom of reality, 
the Government ought to vindicate the 
law. The law is not to be vindicated 
by bullies of policemen knocking in- 
offensive people about. The proper way 
to test the question is not by dragging 


the muddy streets, but by legal action, 
which ought to betaken by the Chief 
Secretary if he had the courage of his 
convictions, and if he believed the case 
Speaking 
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for my own experience and knowledge 
of police methods | maintain that the 
police had plenty of time, if they wished, 
to proclaim the meeting. Meetings had 
frequently been proclaimed and copies 
of the proclamation served on the 
persons responsible within twelve hours. 
Where would the difficulty be in a city 
like Dublin of serving copies of a 
proclamation on the persons interested. 
Was any notice that the meeting was to 
be suppressed served on any of the other 
gentlemen mentioned on the placard. 
The decision to suppress the meeting was 
evidently arr.ved at at the last moment, 
and probably as a result of a telegram 
from the Chief Secretary himself. 
Were the police in possession of the fact 
that this farm had been surrendered and 
that intimidation was impossible. You 
cannot intimidate a man from doing an 
act which it is impossible he could do. 
Mr. Dodd could not retain possession of 
the farm he had surrendered a consider- 
able time previously. How does the 
matter compare with what occurred at 
3irmingham a few months ago. Int iat 
ease a legal meeting was being held 
which was attacked by thousands of 
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the part of the Corporation immediately 
followed. Here was a meeting held in 
broad daylight, in peace, and quietness, 
It is suppressed, and an inquiry is asked 
for by my hon. friend, and all he 
demands is that if he is guilty of 


illegality he should be prosecuted. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREAS- 
URY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I beg to move that the ()uestion be 
now put. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: On a point 
of order, Sir, may I ask you if it is in 
accordance with practice that a Minister 
who has not been present during a 
debate should move the closure. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 


must know that there is no point of 
order. 
(11.5.) Question put, ‘That the 


Question be now put.” 





people; they were not 
attacking it; and the 


whom were injured. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry KF. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain. Colonel Jarnaes Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon, Allen Benjam'n 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Mr. Flynn. 


meeting 
protected by the police, ninety-nine of 
An inquiry on 


justified in 
was 


69. 


AYES. 


srookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 

| Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 

; Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greeawich) 


The House divided : 
(Division List No. 185.) 


; 


| Chamberlain,J. Austen (Wore’r | 


Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Conen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles Ready 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

; Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Dickson- Poynder, Sir John P. 


Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ. (Mane 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


| Finch, George H. 


| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


| Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


Flower, Ernest 


| Forster, Henry William 


Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S W. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Galloway, William Jolinson 
Gardner, Ernest 





Ayes, 195 ; Noes, 
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Garfit, William 

Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hon J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’r H’mlets 
Gore, Hn. G. R.C. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby- (Linc. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD.(W ednesbury 
Greene, Sir E W.(BrySEdm nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG (Midd’x 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, “~ Claude George 


997 





Heath, James (Staffords.N.W. | 
Helder, Augustus 


Henderson, Alexander 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hope,J.#. (Shettield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Rebert Paterson 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeifreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Cel. W. (Salop. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH. (Hants. , Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) | 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E, | 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue.Stroud | 
Ambrose, Robert | 
Atherley. Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Blake, Ex iward 

Boland. John 

rs E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 





| Maxwell, W. 
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Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth) 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W.G.Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘¢ en Col. J. (Antrim, E.) | 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, lan 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH.E.(Wigt’n 
J.H.(D’mfriesshi’e 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Penn, John 

Percy, Karl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Rasch, Major Frederic € arne 
ers in, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remuant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, HonM. W. (Stalybridge 


NOES. 


lynn, James Christopher 
ilhooly James 

oddard, Daniel Ford 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charlesseale- 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones. William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 
Layland-Berratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kean, John 

M‘ Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morton, Edw.J. C. (Devonport 


F 
G 
( 


r 
‘ 
r 
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Rigg, Richard 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

tolieston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Saunderson. Rt. Hn. Col. Edw. J 
Seton-karr, Henry 


| Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 








Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, | Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stroyan. John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot. RtHnJ.G.(Oxf dU niv.) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson. Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. SirC EH (Sheftield 
Wason,JolnCatheart( Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton) 
Wentworth. Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Williams, RtHnJ Pow'll-(Birm. 
Willox. Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley( York. E. R. 
Wilson.J. W.(Woreestersh.N. ) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
(’ Brien, Kendal(Tipp rary Mic 
0’ Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P.J.(Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W 
O’Connor, T. P. imaneuh 

O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
(Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.C. R(Northants 
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Sullivan, Donal 


Tomkinson, James 
Weir, James Galloway | 


(11.16.) Question put 


**That this House do now adjourn.” 


Abraham, Wim. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
3urns, John 

pe James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 
Cawley, Frederick 


S.) 


Claney, John Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 


Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


Aecland-Hood. Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allhusen, Augustus H. E. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir ig am 

Atkinson, Kt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander | 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjn. 
Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. Hicks 
Beresford, Lord Charles Wm. 
Bignold Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Coionel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, — ert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


| Corbett, 'T. 


{COMMONS} 


| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Young, Samuel 


accordingly, | 
| 206. 


AYES. 


Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh 
Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patriek A. 
M‘kKean. John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morton, Edw. J. C. (Dev’np’t 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph —— South) 
(Y Brien, James F, X. (¢ sel) 
O’Brien, K. tana Mid. 
’ Brien, a ick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Conrnor,- Neh (Wicklow, W 
(’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 


NOES. 


Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churehiil, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJ ohnCharlesReady 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
| Derington, Sir John Edward 
| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke, Rt, Hn. Sir William Hart 
| Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
| Elliot, _— A. Ralph Douglas 
! Wardell, Sir T. George 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 66; Noes, 
(Division List No. 186.) 


(Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 
Sheehan, Danie! Daniel 
Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, Rr. Hn. C. R.(N’thants 


Sullivan, Donal 
Tomkinson, James 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, “_ York. E. R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Young, Samuel 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hr.SirJ.(Maner 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 


Foster, Philips. (Warw’k,S. W. 
Fuller, J. M. 

Galloway, William Johnsen 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Godson,SirA ugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Naira 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, § 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ ml'ts 
Gore, HnG. 8.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD.(W ednes)'ty 
Greene, SirEW(B’ryS Edim’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Gretton, John 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 








Per 


no 
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Groves, James Grimble 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG( Midd’x 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
fleath, James (Staffords, N.W. 
Helder, Angustus 

Headerson, Alexander 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hope,J.F. (Sheffie'd, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Honston, Robert Paterson 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Win. Lawies 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys. Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton | 
Jounston, William (Belfast 
Johnstone, Heywood (Suss-x) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon Frederick Win. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson. Jolin Grant 

Lee. ArthurH( Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Crower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lr.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, (. (Camb., E-kdale) 
Lowther. Rt HnJ W(Cum. Penr. 
Loyd. Arevie Kirkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Port-month 
Macartney, Re. Hn WG. E!lison 
Macdona, /elin Cumming 
Maclver. David (Liverpvol) 
MWArthur, Charles (Liverp ol) 


LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS (VARIOUS 
POWERS) BILL (By OrpeRr). 


NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 


(By ORDER). 


Read the third time and passed. 


SUPPLY. 


Considered in Committee. 


TENTH ALLOTTED DAY. 


{29 May 1902} 


M‘Calmont, Col.J.(Antrim,E ) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Markham, Arthur Ba;-il 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E( Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumiriessh. 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Paev 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArithuhH. A (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, CharlesJ. (Covent-y) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-iiwing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, Herbt. Pike( Darlington) 
Penn, John 

Perey, Ear] 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut. -Col Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Waltee R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyiman, Ernest Georve 
Rasch, Major Fre seric Carne 
Ratiiyan, Sie William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, Hon. H.W. (Stalybridge 
Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roherts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 


(11.32.) Mr. CALDWELL 
shire, Mid) asked for an explanation of 
the new arrangements with regard to 
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Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Saunderson,R°. Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J... (Oxf'd Univ 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,CLSirC. E.H(Shettield) 
Wason, John Catheart (Orkney 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, SirCharlests. E.( Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Williams, RtHn.J Powell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson,.J.W.( Worcestersh. N.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogrs— 


Sir Willian Walroud and 
Mr. Anstruther 


(Lanark- 


naval attaches. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER was under- 


stood to say that a naval attaché had 


\ ote. 


he could give. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. 


Penrith) in the Chair. | 


LowTHER (Cumberland, 


been added, and the salary was on the 
There was no other information 


Mr. CALDWELL said there had been 


a re-arrangement of duties, and some 
further explanation ought to be given. 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


l. £355,000, Ordnance Factories. 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
2. £368,000, Miscellaneous Effective 
Services, 


Mr. 


ARNOLD-FORSTER did 
know that there was anything interest- 
ing to add. 

' Attachés for Europe, two for the American 


not 


There were two Naval 
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Continent, and one in Japan. 
salaries were £800, with certain allow- 


ances. 


{COMMONS} 
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The but he thought everyone would feel that 


full notice ought to be given at the 
commencement of the business if the 
Government did not intend to take the 


, second order. 


*Mr. CHARLES SPENCER (Northamp- 
tonshire, Mid) asked where the attaches 
were posted in Europe. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: 
Paris, and one at Berlin. 


One at 


Vote agreed to. 


*(11.40.) Mr. SPEAKER : That objee- 
tion should have been taken when the 
Chairman was in the Chair, and we can- 
not have a debate on this question after 


_ the Chairman has left the Chair. 


In reply to Mr. CALDWELL, who ob- 
jected that under the Order as to Supply 


/no Report of Supply could now he taken, 


Resolutions to be reported tomorrow ; 
Committee to sit again tomorrow. 


Mr. DILLON asked, on a point of 
order, why Vote 12, which stood first on 
the Order Paper, had been passed over 
without a word of explanation. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have no knowledge 
of what took place in Committee. The 
point should have been raised before the 
Chairman leit the Chair. 


Mr. DILLON: Then may I ask the 
Minister in charge? Vote 12 was the 
first Order, but it was passed over, and 
the Ordnance Vote taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is true, 
and it was competent for us to pursue 
that course. That Vote was put down 
first in the expectation that it would 
come on at nine o'clock, and that we 
should have had three hours, or, at any 
rate, a considerable period of debate upon 
it. I know that my noble friend the 
Member for Woolwich wanted to make 
an important speech upon it, and I 
thought it more convenient to the House 
not to start it at 11.30. 


*Mr. SPEAKER pointed out that the 
Standing Order provided that “ No busi- 
ness Other than the business of Supply 
shall be taken before midnight, and no 
business in Committee, and proceedings 
on Report, of Supply, shall be taken after 
midnight,” and that the words “ business 
of Supply ” included Report of Supply. 


SUPPLY [lSru APRIL] REPORT. 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 

Dehate on Question [18th April), “That 
this House doth agree with the Committee 
in the Second Resolution, ‘That a sum, 
‘not exceeding £5,961,815, be granted to 
His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Post Office 
Services, the Expenses of the, Post Office 
Savings Banks,and Government Annuities 
and Insurances, and the Collection of the 
| Post Office Revenue.” 


Question again proposed. 


Debate resumed. 


Mr. DILLON said that, with the in- | 
dulgence of the House, he should like to 
put a question to the right hon. Gentleman 
the First Lord of the Treasury. He did 
not in the least quarrel with the action 
of the Government in the present instance, , 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 


Question put. 


The House divided :— A} 
63. (Division List No. 187.) 


‘ 
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Acla 
Ark 
Arn 
Arr 
Atk 
dag 
Bain 
Bale 
Balt 
Balt 
Balf 
palf 
jen 
Beac 
Beat 
bere 
Bign 
Blun 
Bon 
Bras 
Brot 
Broo 
Bute 
Cars 
Cave 
Cay7 
Cecil 
Cecil 
Chan 
Char 
Chur 
Clare 
Coch: 
Cogh 
Cohe 
Colli 
Color 
Corl 
Corb 
Cran 
Dalk 
Dalry 
Denn 
Dorit 
Dou 0 
Doxt 
Duke 
Dyke 
Eger 
Faris 
Fello 
Ferey 
Field 
Fine} 
Finla 
Fishe 
Fitzr 
Flan 
Flete 
Flow: 


Forst 


Abr a] 
Allen 
Blake 
Bolan 
Bark. 
Caldy 
Camp 
Cawle 
Chany 
Clane 
Crean 
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Acland-Hood.Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 

Arrol. Sir ge um 

Atkinson. Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain. Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

jalfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
falfour. Cant. C. B. (Hornsey) 
palfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds | 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Jcnbury. F ‘ederick George 
Beach. Rt. HnSir Michael Hicks 





Beaumont. Wentworth C. B. 

Beresford. Lord Charles Wm. | 
Bignold. Arthur | 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward | 
Brassey, \lbert | 
Brojrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 


Butcher, Jolin George 
Carson. Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cavendish, V.C. WI Jerbyshire | 
Cayzer, Sit Charles William | 

| 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, | Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain. !. Austen(Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane. Hon. Thos. 
Coghill. Douglas H: wry 
Cohen. Benjamin Louis 
Collinus, Rt. Hon. 








al 


H.A.E. 


Je ASS 


Colom), Sir John Chas. Ready 
Corbett, \. Cameron(Glaszow | 
Corbett. T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Denny, Clonel 

Doringten. Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Re. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore | 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Win. 
Egerton, Hon. A 
Farell, Sir T. 
Fellowes, Hon. 


Fergusson, 


Hon. 


Hart 
. de Tatton 
(reorge 
Ailwyn Edward 
Ke. HoSird(Mane'r. 


| Lockwood, 


| Loder 


| Low e, 
| Lowther, 


{29 May 1902} 
AYES. 

Foster, PhilipS( Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 

Gordon, An.J. E.( Elgin & Nairn 

Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 5.) 

Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml’ts 

Gore, HnG. KR. C. Ormsby-(Salop 

Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby-( Line. ) 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 

Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 

Greene, Sir E W(B rySEdim’nds 

Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 

Greitton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 





| Remnant, 


Hamilton, tH lord(i(Midd?x 


——— Leigh 

Heath, James (Statfords. N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hope,J. F. (Shettield, Brightside 
Honlt, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jobnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenvon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederic KN.S. 
Lt.-Col. A. R. 

ry, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol.S) 
Lonsdale, Join Brownlee 
Francis William 

C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, RevinaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Altred 
Macartney, Rt Hn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 


Hare. 





| Maelver, David (Liverpool) 


| M‘Calmont 


M:Arthur, Coarles (Liverpool) 
Col. J. (Antrim. ) 


Majendie, James A. H. 


| Martin, Richard Biddulph 


Fiellen, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 


Fitzroy, Hon. Ed ward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernes: 

Forster, Henry William 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 


Allen, CharlesP(G) ue..Stroud 
Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 
a > - iviland- 

ldwell, James 
Cony yhell, pees (Armagh, 
Cawley. Frederick 


Channing, Francis Allston 
Janey, John Joseph 
Crean, E ugene 


Maxwell, Rt HnsirH. K( Wigt'n 

Maxwell, W..J.H.(Dumfriessh. 

Mitchell, William 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 

Montagu, Hon..J.Scott( Hants. ) 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
NOES. 

Delany, William 

Dewar, Jolin A. (Inverness-sh. 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, nee Christopher 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir ( ‘hristopher 

Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 


| Ritehie,] 


| Stirling- 


| Plummer, 
| Pretyman, 


| Wills, 
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Morgan, David J(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, Herbt. Pike( Darlington) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Penn, John 

Pilkington, Lient.-Col. Richard 
Platt- Hivvins, Frederick 
Walter R. 

Ernest George 
Major Frederic Carne 
ames (Greenock) 
James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley ,Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 
tt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
tutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hon. ArthuggOrmskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lances.) 
Maxwell. Sir John M. 
Stroyan, John 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent.Col. Sir CEH. (Shettield 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.Col. A.C. E. (Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitmore, Charles Alvernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Sir Frederick 
W ilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson,.J.W. (Worcestersh. X) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 


Rasch, 
Reid, J 


Murray 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charies Seale- 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
Horniman, Frederick Jolin 


Jones, W illiam(C’rnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Lough, Thomas 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacV eagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Govern, 
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M‘Hugh, Patiick A. 

M‘kKean, John 

M‘killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markbam, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal (‘Tip erary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (ixilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Counor,James( icklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


O'Mara, James 
Power, Patrick 
fea, Russell 
Rigg, Richard 
Sullivan, Donal 
SUPPLY [litu May, EVENING SITTiInG |— 
REPORT. 
Resolution reported— 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUF 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 


Cuass IIT. 


{COMMONS} 


O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 


Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Joseph 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 





“That a sum, not exceeding £29,395, 
be granted to His Majesty to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1903, for the Salaries of the 
Commissioner and Assistant Commis- 
sioners of the Metropolitan Police, and of 
the Receiver for the Metropolitan Police 
District, the Pay and Expenses of Officers 
of Metropolitan Police employed on special 
duties, and the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Inspectors of Constabulary.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the Resolution.’ 


(1150.) Mr. WEIR said he was 
informed that police constables who 
were on duty travelled on omnibuses 
without paying their fares. He wished 
to protest against that system of black- 
mailing omnibuses. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is a charge 
against individual policemen of not 
paying their omnibus fares. That has 
nothing todo with this Vote. 


Mr. WEIR said he wished inspectors 
to see that their men paid their fares. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) complained of a 
scarcity of police in the suburban 





the House. 


Tomkinson, James 

Warner, Chomas Courcenay T, 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whire, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Young, Samuel 
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Redmond,.John E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES~ 
Sir Tnomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


districts, and particularly in the eastern 
suburbs. In places like Epping Forest 
they had not sufficient police, and in 
many other places the number of police 
did not keep pace with the population. 
He hoped that the eastern suburbs of 
London in particular would be policed 
better in the future. In his opinion a 
good many of the small offences perpe- 
trated in the eastern suburbs of London 
might be considerably reduced if those 
districts were more efticiently policed. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL expressed 
his surprise that no Member of the 
Government had offered to reply to the 
questions which had been raised. He 
knew from his own knowledge that the 
metropolis was insufficiently policed. 
He had frequently passed through street 
after street without meeting a single 
policeman. In this country the police 
were the people’s friends, and the police 
force ought to be considerably augmented 
and rendered more efticient. This Vote 
contained the salary of the Commissioner 
of Police. He had never been able to 
gather what that official’s duties were, 
and he should like some information upon 
the point. He did not think it was 
respectful for the Home Secretary not to 
reply when charges of this sort were 
made. Parliament ought to take steps 
to see that there was greater control 
exercised over the police. He hoped 
this House would always be very 
jealous of the administration of the 
police force. He believed that this duty 
was grossly under-policed. 


It being midnight, the debate stood 


adjourned. Debate to be resumed 


tomorrow. 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Twelve o’clock. 


Specceh tdicates revisior by the Member 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 30th May, 1902. 


The House met at Twelve of the clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 

PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SpeAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bill originating in 

the Lords, and referred on the First 

‘Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 

not previously inquired into, and which 

are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz.— 

Northumberland Electric Tramways 
Bill [ Lords}. 


Member 


the 


revistow by 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 


second time. 


coh tndicautes 


r PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders whichare applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz.— 

Local Government Provisional Orders 

(No. 13) Bill. 

London (Poplar) 


Bill. 


ou 


of 


preredt 


STITH ECE 


Order 


Provisional 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 


second time upon Monday next. 


edslerish (") at he oe 


ea 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders 
are applicable, viz. : 

Local Government Provisional Order 

(No. 15) Bili. 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
‘No. 14) Bill. 
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Ordered, That the Bills be read a 


second time upon Monday next. 


NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. [New 


Title.] 


RICHMOND HILL (PRESERVATION OF 
VIEW) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


CHIGWELL, LOUGHTON, AND WOOD- 
FORD GAS BILL [Lorps]. 
As Amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


CROYDON AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 
As Amended, considered ; an Amend- 
ment made; Bill to be read the third 
time. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SUBWAYS 
AND TRAMWAYS) BILL. 
Consideration, as Amended, postponed, 
under Order (Ist May), till Thursday 
next, at the Evening Sitting, by the Chair- 
man of Ways and Means. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 

WAYS AND IMPROVEMENTS) BILL. 

Consideration, as amended, postponed, 
under Order [Ist May], till Thursday 
next, at the Evening Sitting, by the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 


SCOTTISH EQUITABLE LIFE ASSUR 
ANCE SOCIETY BILL [Lorps), 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (GAS) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (GAS) BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time upon Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CASSES) (No. 2) BILL, 

LOCAL GOVERNMENF (IRELAND) PRO 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL, 


2P 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


Petitions. 


OYSTER AND MUSSEL FISHERY PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS. 

Bill to confirm Orders made by the 
Board of Trade under the Sea Fisheries 
Act, 1868, relating to Boston and to the 
estuary of the River Tees, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour and 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


OYSTER AND MUSSEL FISHERY 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS BILL. 

“To confirm Orders made by the 
Board of Trade under the Sea Fisheries 
Act, 1868, relating to Boston and to the 
Estuary of the River Tees,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to 
be referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for a Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
225. 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND 
WALES) BILL. 
Petition from Buckinghamshire, 
against ; to le upon the Table 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND 
WALES) BILL. 
Petitions for alteration ; from Hornsey ; 
Crossgates; and Kirkstall; to lie upon 
the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION. 
Petition from Halifax, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie uponthe Table. 


FINANCE BILL. 
Petition from Crook, for alteration ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


ICE-CREAM SHOPS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition of Royal and other Burghs of 
Scotland, in favour; to lie upon the 


Table. 


LICENSING BILL. 

Petitions in favour ; from Barton-upon- 
Irwell; Liverpool; Cardiff ; Lerwick ; 
Burnley; Holsworthy; York; and 
Derby ; to lie upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 
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MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 

Petitions against ; from Bournemouth - 
Alnwick; Exmouth; Westminster: 
London ; Willingate Doe; Sowerby - 
Grantham; Truro; Cornwall; South 
Kensington; and Earl’s Court; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE (EX. 
TENSION TO WOMEN) BILL. 
Petition of Royal and other burghs 
of Scotland, in favour; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL. 

Petitions in favour; from Carditi 
(two); and Knutsford; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
Petitions in favour; frein Burnley; 
and Hebden Bmdge: to le upon the 
Table. 


PUBLIC HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(SCOTLAND) ACT (1887) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

Petition from Royal and other burghs 
of Seotland, in favour; tu lie upon the 

Table. 


ROYAL DECLARATION. 
Petition from Arbroath, against altera- 
tion of law ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 

ON SUNDAY (MONMOUTHSHIRE). 

Petition from Manchester, for pro- 
hibition; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Chatham; 
and Watford; to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Rosebank, in favour; 


to lie upon the Table. 
TRAWLERS’ CERTIFICATES SUS- 
PENSION BILL. 
Petition from Zetland, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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Questions. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 
DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS. 

Copy presented, of Report of Proceed- 
ings by the Department of Agriculture 
and Technical Instruction for Ireland, 
under the Diseases of Animals Acts, for 
the year 1901 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PILOTAGE ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL. 


Return presented, rela‘ive thereto 
ordered 29th May ; J/r. Gerald Balfour ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
No. 194. | 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BLLL. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 29th May ; Mr. Gerald Balfour) ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 195. | 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
ordered 29th May : Vr. Gerald Balfour |; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 196. ] 

EAST INDIA (INDIA OFFICE, 
RETIREMENT AT 65). 

Address for “ Return of 

Minute by the Secretary of 


Copy of 
State for 


India, stating the circumstances under 
which two inembers of his permanent 


establishment have been retained in the 
Service after they have attained the age 
of 65.” —( Lord treorge Hamilton.) 


WUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


St, Luke's Fire —Low Flash Oil. 

Mr. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if he is not satisfied 
with the verdict of the jury in the 
recent inquiry as to the cause of death 
by burning in Lever Street, St. Luke's, 
E.C., viz, it was owing to the use of 
inflammable Tea Rose oil, sold by the 
Standard Oil Company Trust of America, 
whether he will direct an official inquiry 
to be held by independent persons 
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unconnected with the Home Office, so 
that the cause of these constantly 
recurring lamp accidents in this district 
of London may be independently traced 
to their source. 


(duswer.) | am now considering 
whether it, may not be possible to 
institute some inquiry with — special 


reference to the facts of the recent cases 
of death by burning. 


Black Flag at Executions. 

Mr. DOUGHTY (Great Grimsby): 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been directed to the conduct of the 
crowds which have assembled to witness 
the hoisting of the black flag after the 
execution of a criminal at certain of our 
city prisons. And whether he will issue 
an order discontinuing the hoisting of 
the black flag at future executions. 


(dnsuer.) This matter is one with 
regard to which I sometime ago placed 
myself in communication with the Prison 
Commissioners. The result of this 
communication is that I have approved 
the draft of a Rule which will shortly be 
placel upon the Table of the House, 
substituting fcr the black flag a notice 
in writing posted on the prison gate.— 
(Home Office. ) 


Education Bill—Dissenters on 
ment Committees. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.2., 
Elland): To ask the Vice-President of 
the Committee of Council on Edueation 
whether, in the even of Clause 8 (e) of 
the Edueation Lill becoming law, and 
the local authority placing a dissenter 
on the management of a school where 
provision is made in the trust for the 
school to revert to the original donor in 
case of any dissenter having any voice 
in the control of the same, there is 
anything to prevent the school becoming 
subject to such penalty. 


Manage- 


(.Juswer.) The Board of Edueation 
has been advised that if the Bil! becomes 
an Act it will prevent such reversion of 
the school o the original donor as is 
suggested in the ques.ion.—(Bourd of 
| Education, ) 


2P2 
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“Britannia” Cadets—Punishment Rules. | 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether his attention has 
been called to the fact that cadets on the 
* Britannia’’ training ship are for any 
offences strapped down and beaten with 
acane; will he state by whom this 
punishment is ordered and administered, 
and in whose presence, and for what 
offences; also is Solitary confinement 
inflicted; and, if so. to what extent, and 
for what offences. 


Supply——Ciwvil 


(Answer.) The corporal punishment 
of cadets in the “Britannia,” which 
consists of caning as ordinarily practised 
in public schools, rests with the Com- 
manding Officer. It is inflicted on rare 
oceasions, at the discretion of the 
Commanding Officer, for serious offences 
such as the use of obscene language, or 
grave insubordination. The punishment 
invariably takes placein the presence of 
the Executive Officer and Medical Officer 
of the ship. For similar grave offences, 
or for serious cases of untruthfulness, 
cadets are sometimes kept apart from 
other cadets, but not in solitary confine- 
ment as that term is generally under- 
stood. (Admiralty.) 


Dublin College of Science and Government 
Offices—Proportion of Expenditure. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): To 

ask the Secretary to the Treasury if he 

can now state approximately what is the 
sum to be spent respectively on the 

College of Science and on Government 

Offices in Dublin under the new Bill. 


(Answer.) The purchase of the various 
interests in the portion of the site 
remaining to be acquired is roughly 
estimated to cost about £30,000. It is 
not possible to apportion this sum 
between the college and the new offices. 
The remainder of the sum taken in the 
Bill is for the College of Science. The 
cost of adapting the existing houses to 
the purpose of offices is estimated at 
£9,500, but this sum is provided in the 
Irish Works Vote, and forms no part of 
the £225,000 included in the Bill. 
( Treasury.) 


{COMMONS} 


1016: 
Cottages in the Rockfield Congested 
Districts Estate, Connemara. 

Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway, Conne- 
mara): To ask the Chief Secretary to 


Service Estimates. 


the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if the 


cottages on the Rockfield Congested 
Districts Estate, Connemara, are yet 
occupied ; and, if not, will he state why 
they are not occupied. 


(Answer.) The cottages are occupied 
by migratory tenants, who will sign the 
purchase agreements in a few days. 


(Irish Office.) 


SUPPLY [llru ALLOTTED DAY). 
Considered in Committee :— 


(In the Committee.) 


Mr. J. W. LowrHer 
Penrith) in the Chair. 


(Cumberland, 


CIVIL SERVICE ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
Crass II. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £92,356, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1903, for the Salaries and Ex- 
penses of the Office of His Majesty's 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment and Subordinate Offices.” 


*(12.10.) Str CHARLES DILKE 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) said 
the Report of the Chief Inspector of 
Factories for the present year was a 
most interesting document. It was dis- 
tinguished by the frequent allusions to 
the transformation which had _ taken 
place in British industry through the 
application of electric power. Two points 
of view were taken by the inspectors— 
the great prevalence of accidents in cer- 
tain classes of work, and the establish- 
ment, through the facilities afforded by 
electrical power, of manufacturing in- 
dustries in rural parts of England. That, 
undoubtedly, would become a_ most 
serious thing from the point of view of 
factory inspection. The transference 
was proceeding very rapidly, as testified 
by the number of the Electric Power 
Bills now before Parliament, and the 
inspectors were experiencing inereasing 





016: 
od 


ine- 
y to 

the 
sted 


yet 
why 


pied 
the 


ays. 


and, 


sed, 


y 


the 
arge 
nent 
day 
Ex- 
sty’s 
yart- 


uKE 
said 
r of 
as a 
dis- 
s to 
iken 
the 
pints 
rs— 
cer- 
slish- 
d by 
r in- 
‘hat, 
most 
w of 
“ence 
‘ified 
ower 

the 





1017 Supply —Ciril 
difficulty in obtaining convictions in 
rural districts for offences against the 
Factory and Workshops Acts. They 
complained that the support given them 
by stipendiaries and magistrates generally 
in large towns was entirely wanting in 
many rural districts, the authorities in 
which were reluctant to enforce in a 
sufficient degree the provisions of the 
Acts. He was afraid from the tenour of 
the Report that there would be increasing 
difficulty in getting local authorities to 
carry out the law These matters bore 
on the strength and efficiency of the 
inspection. The inspectorate was un- 
doubtedly very good and compared 
favourably with that to be found in 
foreign countries, but the inspectors 
complained of inability to get through 
their work, especially the clerical portion. 
On one point the inspecturs called atten- 
tion to the need for a stricter enforcement 
ofthe law in regard to hours of working. 
Time cribbing wasincreasing rapidly, and 
it would be well to give the assistance 
of peripatetic inspectors to the ordinary 
staff. There were some towns in Lanca- 
shire in which the practice of starting 
the factory before the regular hour and 
closing it later was almost universal. A 
system of scouting had been estabtished, 
and directly an inspector reached a town 
all the works were warned. The need 
for peripatetic inspection was exemplified 
in the words of the chief woman in- 
spector, Miss Anderson, to the effect 
that in the last year she had not 
been able to keep pace with the appli- 
cations. This was a_ serious matter, 
because the effective administration of 
the law depended on prompt attention 
being paid to complaints received from 
workers. Miss Anderson reported that— 
‘Systematic visiting in any of the trades 
scheduled as dangerous where women are under 
special rules has unfortunately been impossible 
for my staff. Of the three inspectors most 
experienced in this work, one was absent during 
a great part of the year on Government service, 
and the others absorbed in other work.” 
There was another point with regard to 
the strength and nature of the inspection 
to which he would | ke to allude, and 
‘that was that it had been found perfectly 
impossible in a large portion of Ireland 
‘to enforce the law. There was the 
strongest possible reason for increasing 
the inspectorate in Ireland by adding an 
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inspector who would command the con- 
fidence of the working class. It was 
essential for the proper working of the 
law in that country that they should 
get the feeling of the people on their 
side, and by a little tact he thought 
that might be done. He wished to know 
whether the staff of inspectors generally 
was fully made up, and whether inspec- 
tion was proceeding at the rate at which 
the Home Office thought it ought to 
proceed. The Appropriation Account 
which came out last March showed that 
in the year which ended in the previous 
March there was an enormous saving 
on the salaries of the inspectors and on 
the Vote for visits of inspection. Now, 
the House, when it voted money for 
such a purpose, expected it to be ex- 
pended, and the visits made by the 
inspectors should be at least as frequent 
as the office seemed necessary when 
framing the Estimates. Savingon such a 
Vote was not desired by Parliament. 

He passed next to two or three trades 
which presented peculiar features in con- 
nection with this year’s Report. He did not 
propose to say anything as to lead in the 
pottery trade, on which they had a full 
debate earli r in the year. He would 
not, therefore, re-open the question. The 
motion for a reduction of the salary of 
the Home Secretary indicated the very 
strong views he entertained on the 
subject, but he did not intend to move. 
Dr. Oliver in his new book, Dangerous 
Trades, called attention once again to 
the danger arising from the use of lead 
in the pottery trade, and the tendency 
of potters to diseases of the respiratory 
organs, while Dr. Tatham, in the 
chapter he contributed to it, states that 
the mortality of potters from bronchitis 
was more than four times as high, and 
for other respiratory diseases three times 
as high as the mortality of other oceu- 
pied males in the aggregate. It was 
clear, therefore, that right hon. Gentle- 
men had not yet reached finality in their 
dealing with that trade. There was a 
trade which occupied the attention of 
the Standing Committe: last year as to 
which a strong promise was made 
personally by the Secretary of State—he 
referred to the fish preserving trade. 
The right hon. Gentleman met the 
Amendments which were put forward 
in a very strong statement indeed, that 
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it was his intention to fully and strictly 
enforce the law—the strength of which 
he deemed to be sufficient. Hon Members 
of the Committee had complained that the 
law had not been enforced, and he would 
now like to know what steps the Home 
Secretary was taking towards that rigid 
enforcement of the law. They, last year, 
advanced certain facts which had cometo 
their knowledge and which had now been 
confirmed by statements in the Chief 
Inspector's Report. The assertions he 
himself made to the Committee last year 
came irom a lady who had investigated 
the conditions of the trade, and the 
Reports of the right hon. Gentleman's 
own inspectors were very much to the 
same effect. On page 183 of the Report 
it would be found stated that in con- 
nection with the industry at Hull, the 
fish chiefly dealt with were not fish 
really intended to be brought within the 
exemptions of the law. The Inspector 
reported that these people were— 

“Working with Norwegian herring caught 
on the Norway coast, and brought in boxes 
with ice by steamer. They may have been 
caught for a week... The employer does 
not always buy what he will deal with ina day, 
but frequently a three days supply. . . 
keeping the boxes unopened. 

“The largest employer in Hull! fully agreed 

with me that the herring were vot perishable 
in the sense that they must be dealt with at 
once on landing.” 
The Home Secretary, in view of this, 
would be justified in strongly enforcing 
the present law. With regard to the 
fruit preserving industry, the right hon. 
Gentleman made a promise to the Mem- 
ber for Oxford University (Mr. Talbot) 
that he would deal with that matter and 
prescribe further conditions by order. 
They were told on page XVI. of the in- 
troduction to the Report that the Secre- 
tary of State had power to do this and 
he wished to know if he had been able 
to do so. We were now approaching 
the fruit preserving season and it was 
important, therefore, that any further 
conditions by order should be prescribed 
at once. 

The hon. Member for West Newing 
ton liad brought before the House the 
question of Rules for the match trade. 
About two years ago they had a debate 
and division on that subject, and in the 
course of the debate certain of the new 
Rules were attacked. He was sorry to 


see that, as regarded one of them—the | 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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boxing of the dry matches—these com- 
plaints were justified in the present 
Report. It was stated on page 173 that 
an inspector visiting a large match 
factory found the boxing room — 

“Filled with dense smoke and smelling 
strongly of phosphorus Seog j 
And again the inspector reported— 

“* Where an cccupier is exempt, on the seore 

of his claiming to box only *tho oughly dried 
matches,’ there seems to be need fur watch vw 
be kept.” 
The point was one which needed atten- 
tion. Last year the Chief Inspector told 
them they had stamped out necrosis and 
some of them boasted that phossy jaw was 
a thing of the past but he was sorry to 
say there had been some fresh cases which 
pointed to the necessity for increased 
care, even if not for some additional new 
Rules. 

There was another matter which 
assumed new importance in this year's 
Report. Last year he tried to draw the 
attention of the Home Secretary to it and 
he got a promise from the right hon. 
Gentleman to inquire into it—he referred 
tothe carrying of heavy weights by women 
—a practice which was increasing in 
some trades. The right hon. Gentle- 
man then said there was great difficulty 
in taking power to deal with that matter 
by law, but he might say that France 
a country greatly ahead of us in many 
points of tactory legislation—rigidly re- 
gulated this practice by law. On page 
154 of the Report attention was called 
to the practice of young girls in 
factories carrying heavy weights, and on 
page 175 attention was drawn to the 
case of a particularly small and slight 
girl, aged fourteen, who was seen carry- 
ing a weight of i07 lbs. In regulating 
the weight to be lifted by blue-jackets in 
working quick-firing guns, the limit was 
put at 100 Ibs.; yet here was a girl of 
fourteen being compelled to carry 107 
lbs. That was monstrous. In another 
case the inspector reported— 

I vi-it d at her home one weakly girl who 
had been ill tive weeks, and who suffered much 
from the strain of carrying such loads. 

And again 


“At nail and rivet works in Birmingham I 
have found little gir s thirteen to fifteen years 
of age acting as carri-1s for the machine men, 
and fetching long strips of iron in bundles 
weighing half a hundred-weight trom a distant 
shop, carrying them across a large yard, and 
up two flights of s'one stairs.” 
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On page 180 they had a description of | that trade. 


1022 
They were told by the 
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what was done in the Stourbridge brick- | Stoke on-Trent inspector that— 


works, where ‘‘ women were lifting and 
carrying heavy weights.” 


‘‘Broadly speaking, we may say that 


This was ‘ ex- | plumbism has almost disappeared from those 


ceedingly bad for girls between twelve | shops in which effecti-e fans and other means 


andsixteen.”’ Girls were in fact ‘employed 
in the 
labourers. ”* 


as carriers of fish plates.” That, certainly, 
was work which ought not to be given 
to voung girls. 

There was only one other subject 
he wished to touch upon, and 
that was the extension of the principle of 
particulars. It had worked very well in 
the pen trade at Birmingham, and he 
wished to know whether the Extension 
of Particulars Clause, by Order, which was 
within the powers of the Secretary of 
State, could not be extended to other 
small hardware industries. There was 
undoubtedly a demand for it, and the 
right hon. Gentleman should make in- 
quiry, instead of waiting for an agitation 
tobe got up. He wouldend ashe began, 
by asking if the right hon Gentleman 
had as large a staff as he needed. Was 
the staff full? And was a proper expendi- 
ture on inquiries being made by the 
staff ? 


*(12.35.) Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-on- 
Trent) said that, according to the figures 
given by the Chief Inspector, the numbers 
of cases of blood-poisoning in the ch‘na 
and earthenware trade were—in 1899, 
49; in 1900, 200; in 190!, 106; the 
deaths in the respective years being 16, 
8.and 5. These were remarkable figures. 
They showed that the danger in the 
pottery trade was being reduced to the 
very smallest possible point. They were 
told by Mr. Redgrave that “the extra- 
ordinary decrease of cases in the earthen- 
ware and china trades was due to the 
fostering care of the Rules of 1898,” and 
his long experience gave him “no par- 


yards of the, brickworks as_ 
In one case, in the ironworks | 
in Wales, the inspector * found a gang of | 
twelve girls from fourteen to sixteen | 
years of age working for the furnace men | 


| have been provided tor reducing the risk 
| attendant on the use of enamel coloura, in form 
of dust or spray.” 


The contention that the Rules of 1898 
would have been sufficient if time had 
been given for proper working was borne 


out bythe remarks of the Chief Inspector. 


allel instance of such active effect of | 


” 


remedial measures.” He would, however, 
like to call attention to the fact that in 
March there were no fewer than twelve 
cases of lead-poisoning and five deaths 
among house painters and plumbers, and 
this showed the necessity for dealing with 


Why could not the Home Office have 
waited to see the effect of those Rules 
before issuing the Special Rules of two years 
ago? There was, as the figures showed, 
more urgent reason why the Government 
should turn their attention to house 
painters than to the china and earthen- 
ware trade. There was another point 
which required attention. Cases of lead- 
poisoning had occurred among people 
not employed in this dangerous trade. 
One of the evils of the agitation, re 
lead poisoning, had been that lead had 
since been used for purposes which 
formerly never were dreamt of, i.e. abor- 
tion, and Dr. McAldowie wrote— 
“When I was collecting evidence for the 
arbitration, four ca-es were given to me in 
confidence where lead had been used in this 
manner. All were young mariied women, all 
were severe cases and one was fata!. The fatal 


case and one of the others were with lead 
workers and were reported in the usual way.” 


Surely it was hardly fair that such 
cases should be sent to the Home Office. 
One case had been inquired into quite 
recently. It was that of Ellen Clews, a 
milliner and not a lead worker, and the 
Coronerin summing upthe evidence said 
he thought the jury would come to the 
conclusion that the deceased died from 
lead poisoning. The deceased could not 
have got the lead poisoning in the course 
of her trade, and it must be very difficult 
to find out where the lead was obtained 
from. If they had been able to find out, 
and if the person who supplied it knew 
for what purpose, that person would find 
himself in the dock on a charge of man- 
slaughter at least. The jury found that 
death was due to lead poisoning. brought 
about by the deceased taking pills for a 
certain purpose. Now he thought some 
restrictions should be issued by the 
Home Secretary with regard to the sale 
of diachylon plaster and pills, and diffi- 
culty should be placed in the way of 
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people getting them. The Chief In- 
spector was unable to tell them what 
progress had been made with regard to 
leadless glazing of the last twelve months. 
Some forms had given up the use of 
fritted lead but they were told that lead- 
less enamel colours could scarcely be con- 
sidered within practical reach. He was 
in favour of leadless glazes but he knew 
of no firm the whole of whose output 
was of leadless glaze ware; and out of 
thirteen plates used in the House of 
Commons which he had examined only 
three were marked “leadless glaze’. 
Employers in the trade were accused of 
being callous and hard hearted, and the 
Archdeacon of Manchester recently de- 
clared that they did not look after the 
wellbeing of their employees. He was 
glad to know that that charge was 
promptly refuted by the Archdeacon of 
Stoke, who had written— 

“There is no clas: of employers who study 

more carefully the health and welfare of their 
employees than do the masters of ths pottery 
trade.” 
What was the present state of the 
trade? Low prices were ruling; there 
was unrestricted foreign competition, 
and he had a letter from the Secretary 
of Manufacturers’ Association, in which 
he wrote— 

‘*The trade is in a dreadful -ondition ; the 
foreigners are sweeping all before them, aud 
with no limitations as to the quantity of 
soluble lead, and with the ruin of our trade— 
which I :egard as almost certain—the Govern- 
ment have had no small share.” 

He felt bound to concur in the view that 
a good deal of the mischief done to the 
trade was owing to the uncertainty as 
to the action of the Government. 
Would the Home Secretary agree to 
appoint a Committee to inquire into 
the present state of the china and 
earthenware trades, and to ascertain— 
(1) How far the trade had been ad- 
versely affected by Home Office action ; 
(2) by foreign competition, especially 
when articles had been imported which 
had been manufactured without any 
restrictions as to the use of lead, etc. ; 


and (3) how far legislation was necessary | 


to give greater protection to British 
manufacturers in ther patterns and 
designs, and to prevent them being 
appropriated by the foreigner? Very 


{COMMONS} 
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Gentleman should give manufacturers 
some relief by instituting such an in. 


quiry. 


*(12.55.) Mr. TENNANT (Berwick. 
shire) said that he had not intended to 
touch on the subject of lead poisoning, 
but in listening to what had fallen 
from the last speaker, certain obser. 
vations had struck him. First, jit 
did not necessarily follow that because 
one trade was rather worse than 
another in regard to this matter, 
there was no need for further restric- 
tions in the case of the trade which 
suffered least. Because there were 
many cases among house-painters, he 
did not think they should cease pro. 
tecting the workers in the earthenware 
and china manufactories. With regard 
to the charges made by the Archdeacon 
of Manchester, he would suggest conso- 
lation to the hon. Member in the reflec. 
tion of the First Lord of the Treasury 
last year that sometimes bad things 
were done by very excellent people. He 
had heard some of the remarks of the 
hon. Member with no little surprise, 
particularly those as to the latter-day 
competition and the state of trade in 
the Potteries, which described as 
in a very bad way. Had the hon. 
Member not heard of an assembly of 
pottery manufacturers recently round 
the flowing bowl. where they boasted 
that there was no trade like theirs, 
that they were beating the foreigner 
out of the market, and that they were 
never in a more prosperous condition. 
He did not know whether the speeches 
were due to the conviviality of the 
occasion or not, or whether that con- 
vivia'ity was due to the produce of 
what the right hon. Member for 
Oxford University called ‘‘ the gooseberry 
machine,” but they gave a_ very 
different impression from that to be 
derived from the remarks of the hon. 
Member. The hon. Gentleman had 
told them that the manufacturers felt 
that the rules of 1898 were sufficient 
and excellent; but, as a matter of 
fact, they had then declared that 
| they were much too stringent — that 
|they were oppressive, and made it 
‘impossible to carry on the trade. 
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little confidence was felt as to the|The whole answer to the complaints 
future of the trade, and the right hon. | from the Potteries was contained in the 


Mr. Coghill. 
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finding of Lord James of Hereford, which 
advised the manufacturers to put their 
house in order. He would now examine 
other points, and he should like to ascer- 
tain from the right hon. Gentleman what 
was being done as to theuse of locomotives 
in factories, file-cutting shops, the manu- 
facture of mill-stones and grind-stones, 
and base slag. In previous years the 
right hon. Gentleman had said he had 
no power to deal with these trades, but 
certainly this year it had been in his 
power to deal with factory locomotives 
and the file-cutting trade; and he 
would be glad to know if the right hon. 
Gentleinan had done anything beyond 
calling for a list of the outworkers in the 
filecutting trade. He was aware that 
circulars had een issued to the manu- 
facturers of wall-paper, Bessemerised 
steel and those engaged in the 
mercurial processes of hatters, furriers, 
and to Institution Laundries. He 
understood that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had issued a circular inviting 
employers to voluntarily adopt his rules, 
but he doubted if much was to be gained 
by the voluntary system. Even if a 
large percentage of the employers agreed 
to doas he wished, there would be a 
minority of dissentients, who, by carry- 
ing on their trade unhampered and un- 
restricted, would be placed in a terribly 
unjust position. In putting this policy 
in force the right hon. Gentleman was 
adding to the labours of the officials of 
his Department, who were already very 
much overworked ; and it was question- 
able whether he was justified in taking 
them trom work of certain value for 
work of more than doubtful value. He 
would point out that though, under this 
system, oceupiers might listen to the 
Inspector's point of view, the Inspectors 
wer» unable to enforce their point of 
view. With regard to laundries, he would 
like to call attention to the complaints 
inthe Report of the difficulty in enforc- 
ingthe law. Mr. Hoare (East London) 
reported— 


“It is well-nigh impossible to check the 
hours worked in laundries.” 


Messrs. Wilson and Johnston (West 
London) said that, in investigating 
accidents, they noted, 

“A striking resemblance between the various 
cases on three points, viz., the severity of the 
Injuries, the total lack of ssfeguards, and the 
youth of the injured girls.” 
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The South London Inspector said that 
even the men employed in the laundries 
found the work excessively hard; and 
when visiting a large laundry a man 
begged him to prevent the firm working 
him daily from 8 a.m to 10 p.m. On page 
179 of the Report, allusion was made to 
the complexity of the law and the 
difficulty of understanding it. In fact, 
the law gave less protection to laundry 
workers than to any other class of 
workers. And yet it was more difficult 
to give even this limited amount of 
protection. Also he wished to know what 
the right hon. Gentleman proposed to do 
in the case of electrical generating 
stations. He noticed that a new in- 
spector had been appointed (Mr. Fearon), 
whose report appeared on pages 27 and 
28. He thought the Home Secretary 
would agree that Mr.  Fearon’s 
report bore out the recommendations 
of the Committee, upon which he had 
the honour to serve. In Mr. Ireland's 
district he says— 

“T also found in one case young persons 
illegally employed at night at the switchboard 
as voltmeter boys. In this ease T was informed 
that -uch employment wax usual in generating 
Stations. 


He knew that this was usual, and he 
understood that some employers in this 
trade had been very active in their 
opposition to any change, on the ground 
that these young boys could only learn 
their trade at night. Could anything 
be more ridiculous? He hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would make a stand 
against the employment of young persons 
at night. Again, with regard to the manu- 
facture of paper bags, he wished to know 
whether the Home Secretary had in- 
cluded that trade in his Home Work 
Order. The right hon. Gentleman would 
also remember that last year an Amend- 
ment was put into the Act at his instance, 
giving the Home Office power to issue 
an order prescribing the standard of sani- 
tary accommodation. Miss Paterson, 
reporting upon a complaint as to the 
conditions of employment of women in 
Dundee jute mil's, says— 

“The objection was a right one, one with 
which I wholly sympathised ; but as a matter 
of fact the same objection might be taken to 
the arrangements in half the mills in Dundee, 
and in the absence of some definition of what 
is meant by ‘suitable’ no improved standard 
of decency seems obtainable.” 
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He wished, therefore, to impress upon the 
right hon. Gentleman the desirability of 
issuing, as early as possible, his definition 
of * suitable” in regard to sanitary ac- 
commodation. To take another point, 
last vear they tried to impress upon the 
Home Office the desirability of confining 
the hours of employment in a shop and 
workshop within the possible hours of 
employment in the workshop itself. On 
prge 184 the Report says—- 

“ Reports to me of long hours in shop and 
workshops, especially on Saturday evenings, 
have not deereased in last year. Proof which 
depends on the workers’ word has been hard 
to sustain in Court.” 


The Committee agreed to put this right 
last vear, but unfortunately the House 
reversed the Committee's decision. 

There was another matter of import- 
ance in connection with the preservation 
of fruit and the manufacture of jam. 
In Section 41 of the Act of last year, 
the period of employment was left ab- 
solutely vague in that trade during the 
months of June, July, August, and 
September. If the right hon. Gentleman 
would look at the section, he would see 
that there was power to issue an Order 
prescribing certain conditions in this 
trade during those months. They 
were now getting near the month of 
June, and he assumed the right hon. 
Gentleman was about to issue an 
Order. He wished to impress upon 
him the desirability of defining and 
stipulating in that Order a period of 
employment for women as well as young 
persons. The right hon. Gentleman 
had this power under Section 58, where 
the health of the women was concerned. 
He also wished to know what had_ been 
done with regard to inflammable paints. 
Last vear he moved an Amendment on 
this point, and the right hon. Gentleman 
replied— 

“The limiting words of the hon. Member 
were extraordinarily wide. What he proposed 
to do, if it would satisfy the hon. Member, was 
to communicate with the shipping companies 
on the subject, and to endeavour, by some 
suggestion which he thought the Home Office 
might usefully make. to do away with undue 
risk in the painting of ships with inflammable 
paint. 

He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would give the Committee some informa- 
tion on the points he had raised. 


Mr. 


Tenwant. 


{COMMONS} 
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(1.8.) Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): | 
congratulate the right hon. Gentleman 
on the felicity of presiding over a ie- 
partment which, for the last year, at all 
events, has no history. 1 do not mean 
that the Department has not  jeen 
doing useful work. There has been 
real and substantia! criticism, but it has 
been directed rather to administrative 
matters of detail than to any lerge 
question of principle. The hon. Member 
tor Stoke has spoken of the paralysing 
effect of Home Office interference on the 
pottery trade. It is curious that the 
hon. Gentleman should not have ob- 
served that the great improvement in 
the state of things with regard to lead 
poisoning is due entirely to the inter- 
vention of the Home Office. If that 
matter had been left to the pressure 
of public opinion, to the: influence of 
self-interest, or to the initiative of 
the local authorities, | venture to assert 
that the improvement, which is very 
real, and on which the districts con- 
cerned are much to be congratulated 
would never have taken place. It 
occurred to me that it might be worth 
while to see—and this is the only occa 
sion we have in the year of reviewing 
the work of this important branch of 
admini=tration—what progress has taken 
place in regard to this branch of the 
administration in the course of the last 
ten years. 

It is exactly ten years since [| was 
first connected with the Home Office. 
I have been comparing the Estimates 
of 1892 with those of the present year, 
and the contrast is very remarkable. 
The total sum asked for and voted for 
the Home Office ten years ago was 
£91,000; this year it is £152,000. In 
other words, there has been an increase 
of £60,000, or something like 66 per 
cent. When we come to analyse that 
increase to see whence it sprang, I 
think we shall see it is one of what are 
called the automatic increases in the 
expenditure of our public Departments 
which has been really fruitful and can 
be thoroughly justified by the results. 
The actual expense of the Home Office 
in 1892 was £29,000, and it has only 


risen in the course of ten years to 
£25,000. That is not a very con- 
siderable increase when the House 
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remembers the growing importance 
and complexity of the duties which 
are cast upon the staff. It is in the 
ictories branch that hon. Members will 
ge the substantial cause of this apparently 
very large increase of expenditure. The 
expenditure on factories—that is to say, 
the whole cost of inspection of workshops 
and factories —in 1892 was £31,000. 
Weare asked this year to vote for that 
purpose £69,000, In other words, there 
as been an increase of more than 100 
yreent. In 1892 there were only 59 
inspectors, and that number did not include 
wy Women Inspectors or any assistants ; 
whereas now we have something like 141 
inspectors, 7 of whom are ladies, and 
34 assistants. There has, therefore, 
wen in this Factory Department, which 
is practically the only Department of the 
Home Office which is annually subject to 
witicism, a large increase in the staff and 
acorresponding increase in the expendi- 
ture. I venture to say that any one who 
will compare the Chief Inspector’s Report 
which has just been laid before Parlia- 
went with the corresponding Report of 
1892, will see abundant justification for 
the growth of expenditure in this De- 
putment. As regards the preservation 
of life and health it is no exaggeration 
to say that substantially, and in certain 
trades in particular, the conditions of 
hour have enormously improved in the 
course of the last ten vears, andl the right 
bon, Gentleman may well take credit for 
the readiness which Parliament has 
iways shown to vote this additional 
xpenditure to produce results so bene- 
ical to the community. I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will persevere in 
that course, and adopt with cordiality 
the suggestions thrown out to him by 
my right hon. friend the Member for the 
Forest of Dean and my hon. friend behind 
me, as to dealing as drastically as possible 
with some of the dangerous industries of 
the country in which preveniible loss of 
life and injury to health still prevail, and 
waich are preventing the development of 
those industries. In that connection I 
stall not go over the ground which has 
ilrealy been traversed. I will only refer 
0 one particular industry, and that is 
with respect to laundries, about which 
we had so much discussion last year. Of 
course, I know that it would be out of 
order to go into any question but the 
purely administrative one in connection 
with this Vote, but as the law is not in 
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‘the way we would like to see it, I do 


hope that the Home Secretary will give 
us some assurance that he is not allowing 
the matter to sleep, that he is pursuing 
his inquiries, and that he is trying to 
arrive at some more satisfactory condition 
of things than that which the reports of 
the inspectors at present disclose. It is 
really a shocking state of things that here 
in London, within a very short range of 
the House in which we are assembled, 
these monstrously excessive hours of 
labour are being imposed on women 
and young persons, with much injury 


to health that might easily be pre- 
vented with proper precautions. I 


am sure that the right hon. Gentleman 
is impressed with the gravity of the situa- 
tion, and I think the House will be glad 
to be assured that he is taking steps for 
its amelioration. 

There is another matter which was 
referred to by my right hon friend the 
Member for Forest of Dean, and that is 
what may be called the magisterial side 
of the enforcement of the factory laws, 
for the Home Secretary is not only 
responsible as administrator, through 
his inspectors, but in his character as 
Minister of Justice he has a vague, but 
at the same time more or less effective, 
revising authority over the magistrates 
themselves, I believe myself that the 
state of things in this respect has im- 
proved recently, and that it is easier now 
to obtain convictions for manifest offences 
against the factory laws than it was 
twenty or thirty years ago. But there 
is no doubt that the law is administered 
with great want of uniformity in various 
parts of the country, and that want of 
uniformity varies according to the com- 
position and the temperature of interest of 
the magisterial benches. There are some 
towns in which, so far as the magistrates 
are concerned, nothing could be better 
than the way the law is administered. 
They are vigilant and effective, and where 
the evidence justifies it. they do not 
hesitate to impose substantial penalties. 
There are some towns in which the 
administra‘ion of the law by the magis- 
trates could not be improved. But there 
are some benches of magistrates before 
whom an inspector has the greatest diffi- 
culty in the world in obtaining a con- 
viction; where, when a conviction is 
necessitated by the overwhelming 
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pressure of evidence, the penalty im- 
posed is so trifling that it is a mockery. 
I am told that in some parts of Ireland 
it is impossible to obtain a conviction at 
all. Of course the right hon. Gentleman 
has nothing to do with the Irish adminis- 
tration, and has no responsibility for the 
Trish bench. But the English magistrates 
are subject to the right hon. Gentleman’s 
counsel and advice, and I think good 
might be done if, following many pre- 
cedents, circulars were addressed to 
benches of magistrates pointing out the 
importance of uniformity in this branch 
of the law, and calling attention to the 
gravity of the interests involved. On 
the whole, I am glad to be able to 
join in congratulating the right hon. 
Gentleman on the results of his adminis- 
tration. 


*(1.18.) THe SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcuiz, Croydon): The right hon. 
Gentleman in his opening remarks has 
fully endorsed what has been said by 
those who have spoken on this Vote as 
to the excellent character of the reports 
of the inspectors contained in the Blue- 
book which has been presented to the 
House | entirely endorse all that he 
has said on that matter. I think the 
Report has been carefully drawn up and 
that it is worthy of careful study. | 
must also take credit to the Department, 
and those responsible for the work, 
for the very early period at which the 
report has been presented -this year. | 
know that the right hon. Baronet 
has been most pressing on the Depart- 
ment in this matter, and I think 
this year's issue of the Report is the 
earliest known. Whether the result 
is equally satisfactory to both of us 
is, perhaps, an open question. The 
right hon. Gentleman has shown that 
the presentation of this Report has 
furnished him with a text for a great 
number of important observations and 
inquiries on the subjects dealt with in the 
Report, and with these I will deal in a 
moment. 

1 would like to say, with regard to 
what the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Fife has just said, thatthe 
figures he has given of the great extension 
of the operations of the Home Office in 
connection with this and other matters 


Mr. Asquith. 


are very remarkable, and show un- 
doubtedly that a great additional 
burden has been placed on that Office in 
the years named. The Home Office has 
endeavoured to carry out the obligations 
which so far Parliament has placed upon 
it. Although my hon. friend the 
Member for Stoke rather animadverted 
upon the zeal which has been shown by 
the Home Office and its inspectors in 
regard to the particular trade in which 
he is interested, | am sure | may say, 
without fear of contradiction, that not- 
withstanding the great increase of the 
inspectorate and of the responsibility for 
controlling and supervising a_ large 
number of industries, the work has been 
accomplished, not only without any 
damage to the various industries which 
have been supervised, but with great 
advantage both to the employers and the 
employed. Though criticisms are made 
of the legislation which is constantly 
being passed in regard to many manv- 
facturing industries, I believe that, as far 
as the great bulk of them are concerned, 
we have not gone beyond what has been 
done abroad in regard to those matters, 
and so when we come to talk of foreign 
competition, a matter which was raised 
by my hon. friend, it must be borne in 
mind that this is not the only nation 
which is advancing its legislation in the 
direction feared by the hon. Member 
for Stoke, and that in many points we 
lag behind what is the law abroad. | 
shall not go into particulars on that 
matter now. At the same time, | can, 
of course, quite readily understand that 
too much in this direction might possibly 
do harm, and I think we must be 
extremely careful that we do not go 
beyond what the conditions of things 
seem to demand. On the other hand, 
I do not think we ought to lag 
behind, when we see evils existing which 
can be remedied by carefulness of super- 
vision, because of any fear that it might 
have a bad effect on the trade supervised, 
which experience has certainly not up t0 
now shown to be the case. 

The right hon. Gentleman the late 
Home Secretary has referred particularly 
to one important question, with regard 
to which I should like to say a few 
words, and that is the question 0 


laundries. The hon. Gentleman behind 
him also referred to that question. 
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They know, and the bulk of the Members 
ot the House know, that I am not by 
any means satisfied with the condition 
of the law with regard to laundries. 
We did our best last year to amend the 


{30 May 1902} 
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of Dean, to the difficulty of getting 
magistrates in some quarters to impose 
such penalties as will secure the due 
observance of the law. There is no 
doubt that the facts are as stated, and 


ww in a manner which would render it| that there is in some parts of the 


satisfactory, and the House is familiar 
with the circumstances under which 
we were coinpelled to abandon our pro 
posals. 
be supposed for a moment that I am 


indifferent to the importance of this | 
So far from that being the! 


subject. 
case, 


the House knows, I took 


as 


| 


At the same time, it must not | 


country some difficulty in the matter. 
The penalties imposed are often quite 
inadequate to secure the result we desire 
to attain. It is extremely difficult to 
know what is the best way of dealing 
with that. The right hon. Gentleman 
opposite has said truly that there is a 


| certain amount of supervision exercised 


immediate steps to communicate with | 


the various institution laundries, and to 


obtain information which might guide | 


me in dealing with this question at a | 


not very remote period. 


We have had | 


agood many replies, and, on the whole, | 
they are favourable to an Amendment | 


of the law. I have also been in negotia- 
tion in other ways with some of those 
who were most difficult upon the last 
occasion when legislation was attempted, 
and | am very hopeful that we may be 
able to propose to Parliament soon 
though, of course, not this session—some 
Amendment of the law which, perhaps, 
while not giving everything hon. 
Gentlemen opposite would desire, will 
goalong way in the direction they wish. 
| hope, for instance, we may be able 
tv deal satisfactorily with the questions 
of hours, the fencing of machinery, 
sanitation, and several other matters of 
that kind; and if we can do that, | 
think we shall have made a very great 
advance in the direction we all desire. 
Many of the institutions with which 
Ihave communicated, not only did not 
say they objected to supervision in 
matters of this kind, butexpressed a strong 
desire that there should be supervision of 
that sort ; and, clearly, with regard to all 
these matters, no religious difficulty arises 
atall,and we ought to be able in a very 
short time to place the law in a more satis- 
factory position than it isin at present. 
That | feel strongly on this matter is evi- 
denced by the fact that | am doing my 
best to alter the law. I am not indit- 
ferent to it, and I shall not rest content 
until the law has been placed on a much 
more satisfactory footing. 

Reference has been made by the late 
Home Secretary, and also by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the Forest 


by the Home Office over the magistrates, 
but I am sure he will see that whatever 
may be the extent of that supervision, 
it is an extremely delicate duty to per- 
form, and we must be very wary in 
anything we say or do in that respect. 
The magistrates are extremely jealous 
of interference by the Home Office, 
where they think matters are in their 
discretion. But I will consider whether 
any steps can be taken in the direction 
which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Fife desires. I am 
afraid I cannot make any great advance 
on that statement at present. The right 
hon. Gentleman suggests a circular. 


sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich): I think the inspectors have 
the right of appeal when there is 
a refusal to convict. Have they the 
right of appeal when they consider 
the penalties absurd or inadequate ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE - I willconsider whether 
any steps can be taken in the direction sug 
gested by the right hon. Member for East 
Fife. I am afraid that I cannot give any 
better promise than that. It was sugested 
that the penalty was within the discretion 
of the magistrates, but the difficulty of 
the Home Office in the matter is this. 
If the Department called attention to the 
fact that the magistrates were not impos- 
ing adequate penalties, I think it would 
be rather a singular position to take up, 
because the Home Office is the prosecut- 
ing authority. It would be a delicate 
and difficult matter for the prosecutor to 
press upon the notice of the magistrates 
the fact that they were not punishing 
adequately the offences which the Depart- 
ment was prosecuting before them. 
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sir JOHN BRUNNER: What about 


the other point ; is there an appeal ! 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Certainly there is an 
appeal. Let me turn now to the right 
hon. Baronet’s remarks on “ time-crib- 


bing.” Iam sorry to say that there are 
a good many cases where a little time is 
taken at the beginning of the day’s work 
and a little at the end, and the two 
together make up a considerable total at 
the end of the week. In many of these 
cases I quite admit that the penalties are 
quite inadequate. It is acknowledged 
that it is better for some manufacturers 
to go and be punished rather than obey 
the law. I think it is certainly a wrong 
to the general body of manufacturers 
that there should not be adequate punish- 
ment for those among them who break 


the law. With reference to the Factory 
Act passed last year, the Department 
has drawn up and issued a circular 
to the various local authorities with 
the object of making them fully ac- 
quainted with the provisions of the 
law. The right hon. Baronet asked 
about an increase in the — inspector- 
ships. No doubt that may be desirable, 


but no increase of the inspectorate would 
meet the which the right hon. 
Gentleman had put forward in connection 
with inadequate punishments. As to the 
women inspectors—as probably the right 
hon. Gentleman knows——one of the women 
was sent abroad—to South Africa— and 
has done extremely good work, and in 
her place we have had a temporary woman 
inspector, whom the Treasury have now. 
at my instance, made permanent. I quite 
agree that there is full work for the iInspec- 
torateat thedisposal of the Department, and 
[ am not at all sure that more inspectors 
may not be desirable But we must 
endeavour to balance matters, and | 
assure the right hon. Gentleman that if 
it seems desirable I will not shrink from 
proposing to the Treasury an increase of 
staff. No doubt there has been a very 
marked improvement in respect of lead 
poisoning, and it is clear that the 
operation of the law is leading to very 
satisfactory results. The number of 
eases In the china and = earthenware 
trade has been reduced from 457 a few 
years ago to 106 in 1901. As rezards 
the pottery rules, and the encourage- 
ment which we offered these manu- 
facturers to reduce or abolish lead: 


case 
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in their glazes, exemptions have 
been asked for by thirty-three manu. 
facturers, and I _ believe that ap- 
plications are now coming in from 
sixty additional manufacturers ; so that 
at present there are nearly 100 manu- 
facturers who have seen their way to do 
something in connection § with this 
subject tor the sake of some cther 
advantages which are offered to them. 
In respect of the fish trade the right hon. 
Gentleman is aware that the season is 
only now beginning. It is too soon to 
anticipate the kind cf questions that 
will arise, but [ can tell the right hou. 
Gentleman that all exceptions under the 
Act are now made special exceptions. 
Notices have to be sent to the inspectors, 
and also to be aftixed in the factories, 
The inspectors are under instructions 
to watch carefully the working 
of the exceptions, and to repor. any- 
thing which in their opinion needs atten- 
tion. In the fruit preserving trade the 
Department has issued an order dealing, 
infer ulia, with the lifting of heavy 
weights by young persons. 1 can assure 
the right hon. Gentleman that [ will 
seize every Opportunity to give effect to 
the undertaking which | have given in 
connection with this question. Hon. 
Members should remember that the 
subject can not be dealt with by one 
Order dealing with every trade, but the 
Department will take advantage ol 
every fresh Order in connection with 
trades to impose conditions with regard 
to weight carrying wherever they ma) 
be necessary and practicable. If the Cou- 
mittee will excuse me, I will read the 
draft Order issued the other day in com 
nection with exceptions in the fruit 
preserving industry 

‘In pursuance of Sections 41 and 58 of the 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, 1 hereby 
order trat the following conditions shall be 
observed in factories and workshops in «hich 
women and young persons are employed in the 
process of cleaning and preparing fruit in 
pursuance of the special exception allowed by 
Section 41 :— 

(1) There shall not be less than 400 cubic 
feet of air space to each person employed in any 
room in which persons are employed, in pur- 
suance of the said special exception. 

(2) If any process carried on in any room in 
which persons are employed in pursuance of 
the said exception involves the giving off of 
steam, fans or other means of proper construe: 
tion shall be provided, maintained, and used 
for carrying away the steam from the point at 
which it is given off. 


f 
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(3) The floors shall be kept in good condition, 
and adequate means shall be provided for drain- 
ing the wet away from the workers. 

(4) No female young person shall be employed 
to lift, carry, or move any weight so heavy as 
to be likely to cause injury to such young 

rson. 

(5) A woman or young person shall not be 
employed continuously for more than five hours 
without an interval of at least half an hour. 

(6) No young person under sixteen shall be 
employed before six o’clock in the moruing or 
after ten o'clock in the evening. 

(7) No woman or young person shall be 
employed in pursuance of the said exception 
who has since the first day of October last 
preceding been employed by the said occupier 
outside tne ordinary period of employment, in 
pursuance either of the special exception with 
respect to preserving or curing of tish under 
Section 41 or of any special exception under 
Section 50. 

(8) On every day on which a woman or young 
person is employed in pursuance of tre said 
special exception, th» occupier shall enter in 
the prescribed register, and report to the 
inspector for the district in the prescribed 
form, the hour at which the fruit arrived at the 
factory or workshop, the processes on which 
women or young persons were employed in 
pursuance of the exception, the periods «of 
employm-nt of such women aad young persons, 
and the intervals allowed them for meals’” 


As to necrosis, I think that the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean will not deny that what he 
calls the revival of this disease has been 
very small. 


*sin CHARLES DILKE said that 
lat year the inspectors Report said it 
Was Increasing. 


*Mr. 
cases 
Way. 


Cases 5 


RITCHIE: The number of 
has diminished in a remarkable 
In 1898 there were twenty-one 
in 1899, eight; in 1900, three; 
and in 1901, four. What the right 
hon. Baronet called ‘‘a revival’? must 
be the increase from three to four: 
but, when we come to deal with such 
small figures, they must fluctuate. With 
regard to those very cases, { may say 
that only two of them were severe, one 
was moderate, and as to the fourth 
it was not stated whether it was severe 
or slight. 1 may further say they were 
cases where persons had been a long 
time at work under bad conditions, and 
such a state of things as that must tell 
in the long run, even when the conditions 
under which the work is done are made 
more desirable. 
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My hon. friend the Member for Stoke 
has asked me whether | will direct an 
inquiry into the general state of trade 
in the Potteries. Ido not think the 
Home Office is the Department to 
direct an inquiry, if an inquiry were 
to be made, and I have heard now 
for the first time that the state of 
trade in the Potteries is so bad 
as to call for any exceptional treat- 
ment. If my hon. friend will com- 
municate with the Board of Trade, | 
think he will find that they have 
mucii more information on the matter 
than we have at the Home Office. The 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Ber- 
wickshire has referred to basic slag works 
and asked what is being done in that 
matter, and he seemed to deprecate any- 
thing in the nature of private arrange- 
ments. Rut he would be the last todoubt 
the desirability of private arrangements 
when they carry out what Parliament 
desired. Of course, if they do not, it 
might be necessary to take other steps. 


So far as this matter is concerned, 
[ am informed that the managers 
under these voluntary arrangements 


are carrying out the recommendations 
of the Committee. With regard to the 
manufacture of Bessemer steel, I am 
informed that nearly all the manu- 
facturers are voluntarily carrying out 
the recommendations of the Committee. 
1 am afraid | cannot say what has 
been the result of the actien of the 
Home Office in_ relation to inflammable 
paint used in ship building. As the hon. 
Gentleman is aware. the Home Ofiice 
have issued Orders and Rules in regard 
to many trades. I have asked 
whether the manufacture of paper bags 
has been included in those Orders. 
It has not yet been included in any 
Order, but the matter is now being 
considered. A circular has also been 
issued with regard to sanitary ac- 
commodation. With regard to electrical 
generating works, we have «appointed 
another inspector for the purpose of 
advising us upon these and cognate 
matters. A great many new duties have 
been imposed upon the Home Oftice by 
the Act of last year, and every effort is 
being made to deal with them. We can 
only proceed gradually, but | think that 
even the mere fact that we have 
appointed this additional inspector shows 


1 
been 
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that we are quite alive to the obligations 
imposed upon us, and are doing our best 
to discharge them. (1.57.) 


*(2.30.) Sim JOHN BRUNNER said 
he cordially welcomed what the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Fife had 
said with regard to the action of these 
magistrates,and also what had fallen from 
the Home Secretary. It would be a very 
easy thing to frame a circular to be sent 
to magistrates on this question which 
would not give offence. The view 
which he wished to urge upon the right 
hon. Gentleman was that Parliament 
had never shown itself to be sufficiently 
in earnest in regard to infractions of 
the law by owners of factories. The 
penalties provided seemed to be inade- 
quate, because invariably the magistrates 
imposed the minimum penalty, and he 
would like the right hon. Gentleman to 
consider the advisability of raising the 
penalty. 


*Mi. RITCHIE: There is no minimum 
penalty for me to raise. The Acts pre- 
scribe only the maximum penalty in 
ordinary cases. 


*Sir JOHN BRUNNER said he wished 
that the penalties should be adequate, 
and that the attention of the magistrates 
should be called to the serious character 
of offences against the factory laws. 
He was convinced that occasional severe 
penalties would have much more 
influence than the visits of the inspectors. 
One severe penalty would have a 
deterrent effect, not only upon the 
employer concerned but upon all others 
whom it was the object of the law to 
intluence. If this course were taken, the 
inspectors would find that they would 
have considerably less work to do. He 
did not advocate an increase in the 
number of inspectors. They were con- 
tinually adding to the number of officials 


paid by the State, and they ought to 


guard against the state of things which 
existed in France, where one out o 
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not his intention to ozcupy the Com- 
mittee any longer.and he hoped what 
he had said would not be lost sight of 
by the right hon. Gentleman. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I am afraid J have 
led the Committee astray in an observa- 
tion which | made on this point before 
the adjournment. There is, of course, 
an appeal by the defendant against a 
conviction, but there is no appeal by 
the prosecutor in case of an acquittal, 
dismissal, or the imposition of an in- 
adequate fine, except on a point of law 
when the Magistrates consent to state a 
case. 


*Sir JOHN BRUNNER said he was 
certainly misled by the remark of the 
right hon. Gentleman. In’many courts 
a right of appeal existed becsuse the 
verdict had been against the weight of 
evidence, and he did not see why there 
should not be a similar right given in 
this case. 


*(2.35.) CAPTAIN NORTON (Newing- 
ton, W.) said he had on the Notice 
Paper a Motion to reduce the salary of 
the Home Secretary by £100, because 
he wanted to review the conduct of the 
Home Office with reference to its control 
over the Metropolitan Police. He had 
experienced great difficulty in dealing 
with this question, because there 
were certain points connected with 
it which came under the special 
Vote for the Metropolitan Police, and 
when he had attempted to deal with the 
broad policy of the Home Office towards 
the police upon that Vote, it had been 
pointed out to him that that must be 
dealt with upon the Home Secretary's 
salary. He would point out to the Com- 
mittee that they had only had the Metro- 
politan Police accounts placed in their 
hands this morning, which was the very 
day upon which this Vote was to be 
discussed. He took it that he should be 
quite justified in moving this reduction 
in consequence of that fact alone. They 
had had to protest over and over again 
against the practice of the Government 


every pine of the entire population held 
a Government appointment. He was 
satisfied if Parliament would show itself 


not issuing accounts and other informa- 
tion which had a direct bearing upon 
the management of Government depart- 


to be in earnest upon this question it ments until the day when the discussion 
would have a very great effect. 


Mr. Leitch ie. 


It was was taken. 
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With reference to the policyof the Home 
Office in regard to the police, this involved 
dealing with the rural and urban councils 
throughout the area of the County 
of London. The councils of several of 
those areas had made protests pon this 
subject. A police rate was paid equally 
by all those districts, whether boroughs, 
rural councils, or urban councils, and all 
those bodies had protested against the 
manner in which the police had been 
dealt with by the Home Office. He was 
obliged to draw attention to the area 
over which the Metropolitan Police did 
duty. ‘The police were distributed to the 
extent of something like 200 or 300 


throughout each Metropolitan  con- 
stituency. He had always protested 


against the grievances of the police not 
being taken into consideration at the 
earliest opportunity, because it was in the 
interests of the public as well as the 
police foree that these matters should 
not come before Parliament. Some 
Members had urged that the day might 
come when it might be found necessary, 
owing to the power of great government 
service organisations, to deprive public 
servants of the franchise. He would re- 
mind the Committee that the Metropolitan 
Police had never attempted to combine in 
the fifty-nine Metropolitan constituencies, 
and they had never brought any pressure 
to bear upon any Members of the House of 
Commons. It was for that reason that 
he championed their rights. 

He wished to contrast the way the 
Metropolitan Police were dealt with, 
with the manner in which the City 
Police were treated. The City Police, 
he knew, were considered to be a 
superior force to the Metropolitan 
Police, because they got the pick of the 
men. The City Police authorities in the 
Spring of 1900 saw that there had been 
an immense increase in regard to house 
rents and rates throughout the County 
ot London, and they realised that in 
addition to this all the working classes, 
including both skilled and _ unskilled 
labourers, were receiving increased 
wages ; and wishing to preserve the City 
Police force in its high state of efficiency, | 
and to obtain a constant influx of suit- 
able recruits, the City Police authorities 
granted an increase of pay to their con-_ 
stables and proportionately to t hose officers | 
above constables, amounting tosomething | 
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like 3s. per week. He brought that fact to 
the knowledge of the Home Secretary, 
and asked him to deal in a similar way 
with the Metropolitan Police foree; and 
after keeping the men waiting from the 
spring until the winter of the same 
year, which caused considerable dis- 
content, inasmuch as they found men 
east of Temple Bar doing precisely the 
same work as those on the west side 
receiving 3s. per week more, the Home 
Secretary granted an allowance of 7s. 6d. 
per week. The Home Secretary said 
it had been his intention to give a rise 
to the Metropolitan Police equal to that 
given to the city authorities, and he 
said he proposed giving them a rent-aid 
allowance of 1s. 6d. per week. The 
members of the Metropolitan Police 
force looked upon this as meanness 
personified. First there was the delar 
in giving the advance, and then it was 
given in this shape because the courts 
had decided that no allowances were 
pensionable. Therefore, in order to save 
this infinitesimal sum the Government 
was guilty of this despicable piece of 
meanness of depriving these men of 
the fractional amount they would receive 
in consequence upon their pension. 
Personally he was a strong advocate 
of economy, but there was a difference 
between economy and actual meanness. 
Only those men doing duty within the 
borough boundaries could draw this 
Is. 6d., and those men in the urban 
and rural districts did not receive it 
at all. Therefore they had men doing 
duty on one side of the road receiving 
ls. 6d. more than the police who were 
doing duty on the other side of the 
road, and a most arbitrary rule had 
been laid down 

Not long ago he brought to the notice 
of the Home Secretary the fact that 
a new police station had been erected 
for Highgate on a site 400 yards on 
the other side of the boundary, and he 
asked the Home Secretary whether the 
men doing duty within the borough 
area would continue to receive that 
rent-aid allowance. The Home Secre- 
tary naturally saw that it would be a 
monstrous thing to deprive men of this 
extra ls. 6d. because their station had 
been moved a few hundred yards, and 
so they were allowed to continue to 
receive the ls. 6d. He would like to 
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give a few definite examples. 
case of Hampstead. This district joined 
on to the outlying district of Kilburn, 
and the men in the borough received the 
allowance, but the menacrosstheroad'out- 
side the borough boundary did not receive 
it. At Kilburn a station was built 150 
yards away from the boundary of the 
borough of Paddington, and there some 
of the married men residing in the 
sime district adjoining the borough, 
and doing precisely the same duties, 
were receiving this allowance of ls. 6d. 
per week, while others were deprived of 
it. Nothing could cause more discontent 
than this inequality of treatment. 
There were instances of men who had 
been transferred froma borough to an out- 
boundary station who had lost their allow- 
ance in consequence of their remova.. 
There were a certain number of reserve 
men, who did special duty attached 
to outlying stations, who, although 
they were doing the same duty 
those reserve men attached to boroughs, 
did not receive the allowance because 
they were outside the area. Ealing was 
incorporated into a borough, and simply 
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as 


because of that change, without any 
alteration of the work done by the 


Metrepolitan Police, those men were now 
receiving this allowance of 1s. 6d., which 
they did not receive before, whereas 
other members of the force outside the 
borough in the same sub-divisional stations 
did not receive it. It might be argued 
that the work was greater in a borough, 
because boroughs were more largely 
populated, and therefore more difficult to 


police. He wished to draw attention 
to the right hon. Gentleman’s own 


Borough of Croydon, which ineluded the 
suburbs of Penge and Beckenham. The 
reason why the police in Croydon received 
this allowance, while they did not receive 
It 


in Beckenham, was that it was con- 
sidered more difficult to obtain house 
room in Croydon than in Beckenham. 


As a matter of fact, the contrary was the 
case, because in Beckenham it was more 
difficult for men in humble positions to 
obtain house room. Some districts 
within the parish of Croydon, but outside 
the borough, did not receive the rent-aid 
which was allowed to Croydon, although 
there were places farther away than 
Beekenham which received the allowance. 
He understood that men were frequently 
taken out of the boroughs and sent into 
Captain Norton. 


{COMMONS} 
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the outlying districts as a sort of punish. 


ment. | Therefore those people in the 
outlying districts who paid the same 
amount for the maintenance of the 
police had foisted upon them the men 
who were, so to speak, the least valuable 
members of the force. In case any 
doubt might be thrown upon his state. 
ment, he had made it his 
to find out how the rents ran, 


business 


In Beek. 


the rent-aid allowance, they paid from 
9s. 6d. to 10s. 6d. for a house and about 
8s. 6d. and upwards for flats. — Ip 
Croydon, including Thornton Heath and 
Norwood, they could get a four-roomed 
house from 5s. 6d. to 6s. 6d. per week, 
and other lodging accommodation pro. 
portionately cheap. He d'd not wish to 
exaggerate his vase, and he was prepared 
to admit that within the County of 
London there were certain patches of 
comparatively open country where it was 
possible for men to get house accommoda- 
tion somewhat cheaper, but those places 
were few and far between, and generally in 
such districts it was most difficult to obtain 
provisions. Therefore what a man gained 
by a decrease in rent he lost, owing to 
the increased cost of provisions. If a 
man’s family was growing up, he often 
had tu pay tram or bus fares to enable 
the members of his family to get to their 
work. Inthe past there had been many 
ditticulties in this respect, but owing to 
the excellent system of tramways which 
have been introduced all over London by 
the J.ondon County Council, the result 
had been to equalise house rents through- 
out the entire area of the County o 
London. There was a case recently 
brought under his notice as_ illustrating 
the present state of things. A policemat, 
on account of misdemeanour, was removed 
to Kingston, where he received an add: 
tion of 1s. 6d. to his pay, owing to the 
absurd and illogical carrying out + of whit 
purported to bea fair arrangement. This 
was a matter which was ci vusing a serious 
and far-reaching grievance in the polit? 
force, and he would ask the Home Secte- 
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tary to do that which he was practically 
hound to do, namely, to do justice toall 
men alike. 

He would ask the right hon. Gentle 
man, in replying, to avoid doing i 
or twothings. In the first place, he hop 
the Home Secretary would not walk rou 
the question, and treat the Committed 
to a eulogy of Metropolitan policeme! 
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It was well known that they were a most 
meritorious force, and, without any con- 
ceit, they themselves knew that. With 
the exception, he supposed, of the London 
City Police, they were superior to all 
other police forces in the world. That 
was acknowledged on all hands, and, 
therefore, the Committee did not require 
to hear it again from the mouth of the 
Home Secretary. In the next place, he 
might say that some line must be drawn 
in all these matters. He quite agreed ; 
but that a line should be drawn in 
keeping with common sense, and the 
only proper line to draw in a matter 
of this kind was to consider Lon- 
don as one great community. ‘They 
should not make distinctions in districts 
here and there. In the fifteen miles 
area rents had been practically levelled 
up, and there was no comnion sense nor 
reason for having a limit within a less 
distance than that area. He asked the 
right hon. Gentleman not to trot out 
the old, broken-down Front Bench hobby- 
horse he had been listening to for the 
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last ten years—‘‘ protection of public 
interests.” It was not so much a 
case of the public interests as the 


doing of justice to those men. It 
would cost to the rates an_ infini- 
teimal part of a fraction of a 


farthing, and therefore there was no 
question of protecting the public interests 
in this case. He asked the right hon. 
Gentleman to give a direct and straight 
answer to the question whether he was 
prepared to do thisor not. If he refused, 
he asked him to give a reason for not 
doing it. He did not wish for any plati- 
tudes. They had heard a great deal 
in connection with the present disastrous 
wat, which had cost three hundred 
millions, that it was being waged to give 
equal rights to all white men. He asked 
for equal rights for all those men in blue. 
To do the measure of justice to those 
men which he had demanded would 
not cost as compared with the Govern- 
ment war in which we have been 
engaged, more than the fortieth part of 
a farthing. He hoped to have a satis- 
factory reply from the Home Secretary, 
but in order to protect himself lest that 
should not be given, he begged to remove 
the reduction of the Vote by £100. 
Motion made, and Question put, “ That 


asum, not exceeding £92,256, be granted | 
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*(3.6.) Mr. RITCHIE: I feel bound 


at once to rise and meet the challenge 
which the hon. Gentleman has madein the 
not very elegant language he has thrown 
across the House. 1 can assure him that 
I have more regard for the public 
interests than he seems to have when he 
asks me not to “trot out the old hobby- 
horse’ about the public interests. Al- 
though I should be extreniely sorry to 
do a single thing unjust to the police, 
I certainly cannot accept the hon. 
Gentleman’s suggestions as to what I 
should or should not do. 1 will under- 
take to give him astraight answer when 
he has demanded it ; I absolutely decline 
to assent to any one of the proposi- 
tions the hon. Gentleman has raised. 
Another elegant phrase of the hon. 
Gentleman was that we had behaved 
with despicable meanness. These were 
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the elegant phrases which the hon. 
Gentleman used in endeavouring to 


persuade me to do something, which he 
thinks is denied by me, whether in the 
public interest or not. I will not walk 
round him. I will not use any of the 
platitudes he speaks of. The hon. 
Gentleman said at the outset of his 
speech, and I entirely agree with him, 
that the police have never attempted to 
combine and to put pressure on the 
Home Office, and I think that is much 
to their credit, having regard to the way 
the hon. Gentleman has advocated their 
cause in this House. We know perfectly 
well the course from which all these 
complaints come. They do not come 
from the body of the police. The body 
of the police are perfectly content —I 
undertake to say that they are perfectly 
grateful for the advantages given to 
them, both in connection with pay and 
allowances. There is no agitation. The 
agitation is confined to a newspaper of 
which the hon. Gentleman makes him- 
self the organ in this House in ventilating 
supposed grievances of the men. I ven- 
ture to saythat the great body of them do 
not feel that they have any grievances at 
all. It would be a very great misfortune 
if there was anything in the nature of 
agitation fomented among the great 
army of policemen in the Metropolis. 
The hon. Gentleman, among the other 
phrases which he used, invited me not 
again to express the opinion, which I 


for the said service.” —(Cuptain Norton.) |have more than once expressed, with 
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regard to my high appreciation of the 
services which the police generally render 
to London. That is well known. It is 
not necessary to emphasise the fact ; but 
still I will take the liberty of again say- 
ing that if I do not grant what the hon. 
Gentleman desires me to grant, it is not 
because of any want of appreciation of 
the splendid work done by the Metro- 
politan police. There may bea very limited 
body who are endeavouring to promote 
this agitation, to which I’ understand the 
hon. Gentleman has lent himself. 


Supply 


*CapTain NORTON: There are be- 


tween 3,000 and 4,000. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: If the hon.Gentleman 
includes all those who do not get the 
1s. 6d. he is absolutely wrong, and I am 
perfectly sure no one would be more 
ready to repudiate the suggestion than 
the policemen themselves. I decline a!to- 
gether to put it into the hands of the City 
authorities to dictate to those of the 
Metropolis what should be the pay of 
their policemen. That is what the pro- 
position of the hon. Gentleman amounts 
to. The City Police is a highly etticient 
but very small body of men, and, having 
regard to the heavy demands made on 
the ratepayers for the maintenance of the 
police force, 1 do not feel myself bound 
at all to base the pay of the Metropolitan 
Police on what the,City authorities do for 
the small body within their area. The 
pay of the Metropolitan Police stands on 
its own bottom, and must be considered, 
whether right or wrong, just or unjust, 
without regard to anything that is done 
in the City. 

The hon. Gentleman spoke of the delay 
in considering the claims of the police for 
an improvement in their position, [ can 
tell him and the House that [ was not a 
month in my present office before [I com- 
menced to make inquiries into the ques- 
tion of their pay and allowances, and, 
having regard to the difficult nature of 
the inquiries which had to be made into 
all the various circumstances of the 
metropolis, I venture to say that there 
never was a scheme more quickly matured 
and more promptly brought into execution 
than was this question of the adequate 
pay of the Metropolitan Police. The hon. 
Gentleman thinks that when we gave an 
increase of 1s. 6d. in their pay we would 
not have given anything more in the way 


Mr. Ritchie. 
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of rent allowances, but for the representa. 
tions of the hon. Gentleman. I ean 
assure the hon. Gentleman that he js 
entirely mistaken. When L originally 
considered the question, within a fey 
weeks of my occupying my present position, 
the whole question both of increase in their 
pay and of allowances for their lodgings 
was before me. The latter part was very 
much complicated by the different cireum- 
stances of the metropolis. I had to con- 
sider, in consultation with the Com- 
missioner, a great many schemes which 
were put before me _ in _ regard to 
the way in which pay and _alloy- 
ances should be dealt with. There was 
a question whether it would not be better 
to house the men more largely rather 
than to givethema rent allowance, but 
I had no difficulty in arriving at the con- 
clusion that rent allowance would be 
much better than building barracks, 
When a determination had been arrived 
at on that point, we had to examine into 
the various methods in which the money 
should be distributed. I do not claim 
for our plan absolute and complete justice 
from every point of view. Wherever 
you have to draw a line there must be 
persons on one side who are far better 
off than others on the other side. There- 
fore, in any scheme yen could have in- 
vented, there must always be some differ. 
ence between men situated on one side 
and those on the other side. 

Now with regard to what is called our 
‘despicable meanness’’ in respect to the 
police, I should like to state one or two 
facts. I should first of all say that this 
despicable meanness on our part is re 
increased cost of 


£30,000 for rent allowances. That is the 
increased charge on the rates of the 
metropolis. 


*Captain NORTON: Will the right hon 
Gentleman excuse me one moment while 
[explain that my statement as to “ despic: 
able meanness” applied to the fact that, 
instead of giving the men a 3s. rise of pay. 
ls. 6d. was given in the shape of ret 
allowance, in order to save the pensiols 
on that wretched ls. 6d. to those me! 
who might eventually be possessed 0! 






*Mr. RITCHIE: I absolutely deny 
that. 
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*CapTAIN NORTON: It is a fact. 
*Mr. RITCHIE: | absolutely deny | 
that the reason we did not give 


3 33. increase of pay, and only gave | 
Is 6d. as pay and Ils. 6d. as rent 


allowance, was in order to save the} 
ynsion on the Is. 6d. allowance. 
lt was nothing of the kind. But 
what is the position with — re- 
ard to that? The man who is | 


joused gets no rent allowance and noj| 
pnsion On what the house is worth. | 
To the other man we said, ** We cannot 
give you a house, but we will give) 
youl ls. Gd. a week.” There was no 
question upon that point at all. Of 
course the 1s. 6d. rent allowance 
does not and ought not to be counted | 
towards pension. It was something we 
desire] to give to the men in order to 
better their position. It was a personal 
dlowance which ought not to be the 
subject of pemion. Lhe matter was con- 


to do justice. 
hon. Gentleman may say, that the men 
are deeply grateful for the enormous 
improvement in their position which we 
gave ‘hem by the expenditure of £90,000 
a year on increased pay and lodging 
allowances. 

how 
the cost of 


[ have told the House 
money we have added to 
the Metropolitan Police by the arrange- 
ment which was made. The hon. 
Gentleman invites us to copy the ex- 
ample of the City Police. Does the 
House know that what the hon. Gentle- 
man invites us to do is to add to what 
we have already given another £140,000 
ayear, to be borne by the ratepayers of 
the whole of the Metropolis? But simply 
because in the limited area o! the City 
the City authorities have felt themselves 


advantages to the police in their employ, 
I decline to be drawn into reckless ex- 


The great question is—how are these 


in any other of our large towns? I will 
tell the hon. Gentleman. 
the average pay of a_ constable 
28s. 9d. a week, in Bristol 28s. 6d., 
in Leeds 29s. 8d., in Liverpool 29s. 2d., 
in Manchester 29s. 6d.,  and’)in 
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sidered as a whole and we endeavoured | 
I may say, whatever the} 


much | 
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9d. That is the aver- 
year ended Septem ber, 1900. | Mr. CLAUDE 
Hay laughed.| I do not know why the 
hon. Gentleman should laugh. He might 
The average 


rate of pay of constables in the Metro- 


politan foree on April 19th last was 


of allowances) 31s. Id, so 
the difference in their favour, 
as compared with the police in these 
six towns, ranged from Is. 5d. to 
2s. 7d. week. Therefore, the Com- 
mittee will, I hope, see that tlis * despie- 
able meanness’ on the part of the Llome 
Office is not carricd to the same 
extent as it isin all our large towns. | 
will give the hon. Gentleman anothe 
argument which, perhaps, will not  b: 
quiteagreeable. Where the Metropolitan 
policeman ends his beat, the Count 


é 
i 


oul 


policeman begins his. ‘Che work ts 
identical. Does the hon. Gentleman 


pretend to say that the position ot the 
Metropolitan policeman is not better off 
a great deal than the man who does 
exactly the same work. on the other side 
of the line, in the county ? Of course he is 
very much better off in pavand allowances 
than the policeman on the other side 
of the line which divides London from 
the neighbouring parishes. The object 
of giving ls. 6d. a week was to compen- 
sate the constable for the extra amount 
he had to pay in London for rent as 
compared with what he had to pay in 
the less crowded areas. The constables 
in the centre of the Metropolis have to 
live within a certain area, and that 


/entails upon them extra cost for pro- 


travagance at the cost of the ratepayers. | 
men paid compared with the constables | 


In Birmingham | 
is | 


viding lodging, because their area of 
selection is much smaller and the 
pressure is greater. I aim prepated to 
admit that there may be cases where 


“tye 5 ee : 'there is as much difficulty on the 
to be in a position to give exceptional | ’ 


outskirts as in the centre, but that is 
certainly not the rule. If there is any 
advantage in a constable coming from 
the outer area into the inner he always 
gets the chance of removing 
it when opportunity occurs; but 
nine cases out of ten he does 
avail himself of the choice, 
work is much lighter. and the advan- 
tages of living in the outskirts are 
greater as a rule. 
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These are the considerations which 
guided us when we came to con 
sider what we ought to grant in 
the way of pay and allowances. We 
have gone, | think, to as great a 


length as we are justified in going, 
and | understand that the arrange- 
ments we have made have given the 
utmost satisfaction to the police. Any 
dissatisfaction is confined to a very 
limited area; it is not spontaneous at 
all: it is stirred up, and although I 
do not believe the hon. Gentleman has 
taken part in the agitation, or that 
he foments the agitation, it is a matter 
of fact that the position which he has 
taken up represents a bogus agitation 
fomented by agitators who have made 
the hon. Gentleman their mouthpiece, un- 
wittingly perhaps, in this House. I think 
there would be nothing more unsatis- 
factory than to lead the police to believe 
that, by agitation of the kind to which 
I have referred, their position would be 
improved. I can only say for myself 
that, with the utmost desire to recognise 
to the full the services which the Metro- 
politan police give to the inhabitants of 
the Metropolis, I entered into this 
matter, when I went to the Home Office, 
with the determination to do what I 
could, irrespective of cost, to do justice 
to the foree. I helieve I have done 
justice to them, and I must decline to 
re-open a question which I consider 
settled, and which, I believe, has resulted 
in satisfaction to those who are concerned. 


*(3.26.) Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shore- 


ditch, Hoxton) said he was very sorry 


that any heat should have been im- 
ported into a discussion of the posi- 
tion of the Metropolitan police. He 


desired to dissociate himself from the 
suggestion that those who raised this 


question voiced a bogus agitation; he, 
himself, had no communication with any 
agitator. He earnestly hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman, in the administration 


of this new allowance, would do his best | 


to remove the soreness which existed in 
some quarters. The ditticulties which 
the police encountered in obtaining suit- 
able house accommodation was well 
exemplified when hon. Members visited 
“model” residences. They found that 
these residences, erected to provide 
housing accommodation for the poor, 
were used, not from choice but necessity, 


Mr. Ritchie. 
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by the police, on account of the regula. 
tion which required that they should live 
within a certain radius of their work. 
He was not aware that this question 
would be raised that day, and, therefore, 
he could not challenge the figures given 
by the right hon. Gentleman; but he 
was satisfied that a further examination 
of these figures by the right hon. Gentle- 
man would establish the fact that if the 
pay of the metropolitan police exceeded 
that of the police in the provinces, the 
purchasing power of that money in 
London was not so great as it was in 
the country. Rents, for instance, were 
not so high in other parts of the country 
as in London. Therefore, he appealed 
to his right hon. friend to give this 
matter his closest attention, with the 
view of removing the soreness that 
existed in some quarters. In regard to 
the housing question it had always been 
held by the Home Office that corpora- 
tions, such as railway companies, were 
not allowed to hold house property with- 
out express legislative sanction. That 
view had been called in question by these 
bodies, and he asked the right hon. 
Gentleman, the Home Secretary, to take 
such action at law as would clear up the 
doubt. There was another matter to 
which he wished to advert, and that was 
the right the Home Secretary possessed 
to refuse admittance to the civil prisons 
of the country, any soldiers sentenced by 
courts-martial, 


*THe CHAIRMAN: That — question 
cannot be discussed on this Vote. The 
hon. Gentleman must raise it on the 
Prison Vote. 


*Mr. CLAUDE HAY said that this was 

matter that did not lie within the dis 
cretion of the Prisons Commission, but 
under the Home Secretary who, he 
understood, could refuse the admission 
of military prisoners to civil prisons. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: All matters con- 
nected with the prisons, whatever the 
ultimate authority may be, must be taken 
on the Prisons Vote. 


*Mr. CLAUDE HAY said he hoped 
that adequate opportunity would be 
given to discusst his question, which had 
aroused the deepest interest. 
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*CapTAIN NORTON said he hoped to 
be permitted to say a few words in reply 
tothe Home Secretary. The right hon. 
Gentleman had complained of the want 
of elegance in his language. He was 
not seeking to be elegant, but to be 
forcible; and he would promise the 
Committee that he would, in future, 
model his oratorical efforts on those of 
the right hon. Gentleman the ome 
Secretary. He denied that he ha! ever 
suggested, as the Home Secretary tad 
said, that the basis of payment o the 
Metropolitan force should be that of 
the City Police. The City Police *tiad 
always been more highly paid than 
the Metropolitan Police, but he had 
pointed out that when, solely through 
the extension of London. the increase 
in the cost of living, and the rise 
in wages in the area of the County 
of London, the City Commissioners, 
without waiting for a demand from 
the force, felt it their duty to in- 
crease the pay of the constables by 3 s., 
the right hon. Gentleman only increased 
the pay of Metropolitan Police by 1s. 6d. 
inone direction and Is. 6d. in another, 
limiting it, in the latter case, to only 
about two-thirds of the The 
right hon. Gentleman had given figures 
to the Committee to convey the idea 
that the London Police were better off 
than those of Liverpool, Manchester, or 


force. 


Glasgow. He ventured to deny that. 
The initial pay of the London Police 
was considerably lower than that of 


the Liverpool, Manchester, or Glasgow 
Police. and it was those men who were 
at the bottom of the scale, and who 
were stationed in the districts outside 
the boroughs who felt the pinch most, 
and who did not receive the extra 1s. 6d. 
He denied that he was the cat’s-paw of 
the fomenters of what the Home Secretary 
called a bogus agitation. It was in 
order to avoid agitation, and to do even- 
handed justice to all the Metropolitan 
Police within the area of the County of 
London, that he had brought forward 
this question. 


*Caprain BALFOUR ( Middlesex, Horn- 
sey) said he was sorry the Home Secretary 
had adopted so unsympathetic and un- 
compromising an attitude in regard to 
what appeared to him to be a not un- 
reasonable demand on the part of the 
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police in the suburban districts. The 
grievance was surely a very serious and 
obvious one. There were districts outside 
London, which were not boroughs, where 
living was just as expensive as in London 
itself. As an old soldier, he would be the 
last man to lift up his voice on behalf of any 
bogus agitation, or anything which tended 
to the subversion of discipline. Nor was 
it because there was any agitation in the 
police force that he supported this appeal. 
Surely the best way to maintain discipline 
was not to allow anything to exist in the 
foree which seemed to be of the nature 
of a grievance. There was, for instance, 
the case of his own constituency. He 
could take the right hon. Gentleman for 
a bicycle ride in that district, and defy 
him to pomt out where London ended 
and Hornsey began; yet the police in 
Hornsey were without the Is, 6d. which 
their fellow policemen just across the 
boundary were enjoying. At Highgate 
recently the police station belonging to 
the nearest London district had been 
moved across the boundary into Highgate, 
and there had been a question as to 
whether the police would lose their Is. 6d. 
a week, because they were stationed out- 
side a borough ; but it had been decided 
that as they were doing duty inside the 
borough boundary, though the station 
was outside, they should retain their 
allowance. The policemen actually be- 
longing to Highgate, however, did not 
get the allowance, though lodgings were 
as dear on one side of the line as on the 
other. In Kingston the position was 
still more extraordinary. Kingston being 
a borough, the Kingston police got the 
allowance, but the volice employed out- 
side the bounds of the borough did not 
get it. These men, however, found that 
living was actually cheaper in Kingston 
than outside, and so many of them pre- 
ferred to live in the borough, under the 
same conditions as the police employed 
in the borough, but these latter got the 
allowance and they did not. But the in- 
habitants of Hornsey were applying for 
the status of a Corporation, and if that 
were successful, their police would get 
the 1s. 6d. allowance, although the rents 
of the buildings in the distriet would 
be no dearer then than they were now. 
All the Middlesex members felt that 
there was a grievance in the way in which 
this allowance was distributed; and he 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
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consider the matter, and try to make some 
arrangement whereby those quartered, at 
all events, in populous districts should not 
have the cause of complaint they had now. 


*Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 
S.) said he wished to call the attention 
of the right hon. Gentleman to a matter 
which came within the power which he 
could wield by an expression of _ his 
opinion, even if it were not within 
his legal jurisdiction. He alluded to 
the method in which magistrates were 
enforcing a law admitted by the Govern- 
ment to be unsatisfactory in regard to 
the speed of motor cars. If the Com 


mittee would permit him, he would 
give an instance of this. This month 
Mr. Ashton-Jonson and Mr. Blomfield, 


architect to the Bank of England, were 
going on a light motor car along the 
Guildford Road, when they were stopped 
by a constable, summoned to appear at 
the Guildford Police Court for furious 
driving, and fined £5. It was given in 
evidence by the policeman that there was 
no tratlic on the road whatever, that 
there was nobody in sight, and that 
the car was under perfect control and 
was stopped instantly. The policeman 
said that he had timed the speed of 
the car by means of the seconds hand 
of an ordinary watch, and that he 
had measured a distance of 176 yards 
with a bicycle wheel, and in that way 
he had discovere.| that the motor car was 
going at the rate of eighteen miles an 
hour. It was a matter of impossibility 
to take the speed accurately by such a 
method. Now, this case had been sub- 
jected to a great deal of public comment, 
and even Zhe Times had regarded it of 
sutlicient importance to devote a leading 
article to it. The magistrate who tried 
the case accepted the evidence of the 
policeman, based on the seconds hand of 
his watch and 
yards with a bicycle wheel, and altogether 
ignored the evidence of the two gentle- 
men on the car, Mr. Ashton- 
Jonson and Mr. Arthur Blomfield, who 
were very well known. ‘They swore that 
the speed of the car during the previous 
two miles, as estimated by a stop-watch, 
was only eleven miles an hour. They 
attirmed that it was absolutely impossible 
that they could have been proceeding at 


his measurement of 176 


motor 


Captain Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
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the speed alleged. The President of the 
Guildford Bench, Sir William Chance, 
declared the charge proved, and fined the 
owner £5. Now, there were three 
things to be said against the conviction. 
First, the extreme uncertainty of the 
method adopted to prove the facts; 
second, the testimony of one policeman 
was taken against that of two gentlemen 
of honour; ard, third, the penalty was 
unreasonable. Here were two gentlemen, 
engaged in important business, dragged 
down to Guildford with the loss of a 
whole business day, and for an offence 
which was purely a technical one, even if 
an offence had been committed, they were 
fined in the heavy sum of £5. Now, who 
was the Chairman of the Guildford Ses- 
sions, and what were his views about 
motor cars ! 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The Home Seere- 
tary is not responsible for the decision of 
the magistrates, and has no power to 
over-rule that decision. If the hon. 
Gentleman says that the Home Secretary 
ought to reduce the fine imposed on these 
gentlemen, he might connect the Home 
Secretary somewhat more closely with 
the question he is discussing than he now 
does. 


*Mr. NORMAN said he was not sure 
what the strict legal powers of the Home 
Secretary might be, but he was certain 
that an expression of opinion by the Home 
Secretary would necessarily carry very 
great weight with magistrates. 


*THur CHAIRMAN: I have no doubt 
that any expression of opinion falling from 
the Home Secretary would be received 
with the attention it deserves ; but I do 
not see how that would arise under this 
Vote. 


*Mr. NORMAN said he might raise 
the point by asking whether the Home 
Secretary could reduce the fine. He 
imagined that he could connect the Home 
Secretary with this matter in that 
manner. As a reason for reducing the 
fine, he asked the permission of the Com 
mittee to read the views of the Chairman 
of the Bench who imposed the fine. Sit 
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W. Chance, according to a respectable 
journal called Motoring Illustrated, had 
said— 

“While [ retain the power I shall exercise it. 
The law has wisely prohibited these noisy, evil- 
smelling. dangerous abominations from tearing 
madly about the country at break-neck speed, 
and it should be the aim, as it is most certainly 
the duty, of all magistrates to deal with 
offenders in an exemplary manner.” 


Supply—Civil 


Thus it was duty of magistrates to deal 
in an exemplary manner with the driver of 
alight motor car, who had probably not 
broken the law at all, who was driving 
along an empty road with no people in 
view! Couldit be expected thatmagistrates 
who took that view of their powers would 
do even-handed justice! He was not 
making any kind of plea for people 
who put the public to danger or in- 
convenience. For his part he thought 
hardly any punishment would be too 
severe for drivers of motor cars 
who placed the public in danger. 
His point was that evidently they had on 
the benches estimable country gentlemen, 
devoted to other forms of locomotion, 
who were straining the letter of the law 
to put down a pastime of which they did 
not approve. They must remember also 
that the moter was not exclusively used 
by the rich. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I have been wait- 
ing to hear the hon. Gentleman saying 
that the fine of £5 was too much. 
He must either say that, or he cannot 
pursue the subject. That seems to be 
the only ground on which he ean bring 
up the case at this moment. 


*Mr. NORMAN said that he would, 
then, maintain that a fine of £5 was too 
heavy to inflict on these gentlemen for what 
could have been, at the worst, only a 
technical breach of the law. He hoped 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Home 
Secretary would reduce the fine, and give 
some expression of opinion on this sub- 
ject. 


(3.55.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES 
(Lynn Regis) said he wished to be 
allowed to say a word in defence of the 
fine, accompanied with the suggestion 
that it ought probably to have been 
£0. The hon. Member stated 
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the evidence of a_ policeman, with an 
ordinary watch, was taken before that of 
the two gentlemen, who had timed the 
speed of the car for a distance of two 
miles with a stop-watch. But these two 
miles might have;been uphill, while the 176 
yards measured by the policeman might 
have been downhill, and probably that 
was the reason why the policeman chose 
it. It was absurd to say that a stop- 
watch was required for a short interval of 
time. The speed could he calculated very 
well with an ordinary watch. ‘The hon, 
Gentleman suggested that the Home 
Secretary should give an expression of 
opinion, in order to indicate what would 
meet with the approval of the Govern- 
ment. The right hon, Gentleman was 
asked to say to magistrates sitting on the 
bench of justice—* Look here, the Govern- 
ment do not approve of the way you are 
administering the law. You have heard 
evidence and given a decision, but the 
Government do not approve of | it.” 
He did not know what sort of answer 
the magistrates would make, but he was 
sure some magistrates would give a very 
rude answer indeed. The hon. Gentle- 
man wanted one Jaw for one road and 
another law for another road. 


*Mr. NORMAN said that his point was 
that the law should have regard to the 
people on the road, and not to the road 
itself. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that was 
exactly what the law did regard. The 
hon. Gentleman agreed that the road was 
empty, but how did he know it would 
remain empty ? An old woman, or a dog 
or a cat—and all were regarded by the 
law—might enter from a side road. He 
had never heard such a case against a 
sound decision based on the evidence of a 
conscientious policemen. 


*(4.5.) Mr. RITCHIE said that the 
hon. Gentleman asked him, first of all, to 
inform magistrates that they ought not 
to impose such heavy fines in cases where 
the motor cars were not travelling beyond 
a certain speed, and that their decisions 
were wrong. 


*Mr. NORMAN : To express an opinion. 
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{COMMONS} 


*Mr. RITCHIE: In addition to that, | 


the hon. Gentleman invited him to review 


the whole of the evidence given before | 


the magistrates in the Guildford case, and 
to reduce the fine. The case was one in 
which there was a conflict of evidence, 
and yet he was seriously asked to reverse 
the decision of the justices, who heard 
the evidence which he had not heard. 
The magistrates who heard the evidence 
were the best people to decide, and he 
really could not entertain such an idea. 
Further, the hon. Gentleman wanted him 
to inquire into the opinions of the magis- 
trates before he decided whether they 
were right or wrong. He thought the 
only proper course, unless there was some 
strong reason against it, was to leave the 
matter in the hands of the properly consti- 
tuted tribunal, which could judge of the 
value of the evidence much better than 
he could. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest) said that the various 
opinions which had been expressed on 


the subject would be useful. At the 
same time, it was rather difficult to 
discuss th's subject on the Vote 
before the Committee, in view of the 
debate the other night when the 
President of the Local Government 


Board expressed the opinion that the law 
ought to be changed, and that the 
present regulations were absurd. He 
was one who had been of those equally 
abused classes, a local J.P. and a motorist. 
He had carefully reviewed all the circum- 
stances of the ease of Mr. Ashton Jonson, 
and thought that the greatestin justice had 
beendone. The fact was that at the present 
moment the innocent suffered for a few 
guilty people. In a few instances 
benches of magistrates had a personal 
and profound dislike for motor cars, and 
any motorist brought up before them had 
to bear all the weight of their prejudice. 
The method of timing adopted by the 
police was of the most perfunctory 
character. Traps were deliberately laid ; 
the police were sent out to make bags, 
and if they returned empty they heard 
about it. The case of Mr. Ashton-Jonson 
was a case of an excessive fine. The 
fines imposed were often excessive in 
view of the fact that very often no 
person was on the road and no danger 
could be proved. 
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*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man cannot discuss fines imposed by 
local magistrates, over whom the Home 
Secretary has no authority. The only 
question is whether the Home Secretary 
should have intervened in this particular 
case. 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU said that if 

the Home Secretary would give his 
personal attention to the cases 
brought before him, he could do 
much to see that justice was done. If 
the right hon. Gentleman would care. 
fully consider some of these flagrant 
sentences, he would be convinced, as 
most motorists were, that there was 
so much prejudice in many parts of 
the country against motor cars that 
it was impossible to obtain justice. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arvon) asked what steps the Home 
Secretary had taken with reference to 
amending the Metalliferous Mines Acts. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said he could only 
repeat that he was ready, when he had 
an opportunity, to introduce a Bill on 
the subject. The interests involved were 
not growing, but they ought not, for 
that reason, to be neglected; and he 
hoped to have an opportunity of dealing 
with the matter, though there was not 
much chance of that at present. 


*(4.10.) Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Es- 
sex, Romford) said he quite agreed 
with the Home Secretary that as 


regards the police there should be 
some line of demarcation, but he hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would take 
into account the ever-increasing popu- 


lation of London. The police were 
an admirable body, who did _ their 
duty well; but in many cases the 


duties were as arduous outside the line 
as within the line, and in these cases 
he hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would do what he could to give the 
policemen concerned those allowances, 
without which they would certainly 
be at a disadvantage. He thought that 
men who had served their country in 
the army or the navy should have 
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precedence for employment in the police 
force. With reference to the administra- 
tion of the Home Office in regard to 
home trades in certain shops, such as 
tinmen’s shops, a basin and towel had to 
be provided for every two men employed. 
They were rarely used, and were it not 
for the fact that the inspectors had very 
large discretionary powers, prosecutions 
would take place much more frequently, 
and industry would suffer. He ventured 
to say that the laws regulating trade 
should not emanate from the Home 
Office, but from the office of a Minister of 
Commerce. They ought to be adminis- 
tered not by officials who know nothing 
of the trade of the country, but by men 
who know what employers had to com- 
pete with from other countries. He could 
give hundreds of instances in which the 
Factory and Workshop Acts militated 
against the production of articles, which 
were consequently more expensive, and 
which were practically ousted from the 
field by German or American competitors. 
He hoped that some day there would be 
at the head of the trade and commerce of 
the country an office which would be able 
to deal with such matters and that there 
would be regulations which would not 
prevent employers putting on the market 
articles at a reasonable price, and which 
would not compel employers to provide 
entirely unnecessary and absolutely unused 
and expensive precautions which manu 
facturers in other countries had not to 
provide. 


Supply—Ciril 


Mr. TOMIKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) 


sail that the hon. Member for King’s | 


Lynn had spoken with his usual wit in 
reference to the Guildford case, but he had 
endeavoured to turn into ridicule what 
was admittedly a very serious matter. 
What were the facts? The magistrates 
accepted the evidence of a single police- 
man against the evidence of two gentle- 
men of unimpeachable character, well 
known to the public. 
doubtedly the letter as well as the spirit 
of the law, and as a chairman of a bench 
of magistrates himself, he considered it 
was « much greater offence to drive a 
motor car at a speed approaching twelve 
miles an hour through a village, than it 
was to drive it at twenty-four miles an 
hour in the open country. The serious 
part of the case was that the magistrates 
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preferred to accept the evidence of a 
single policeman, and disbelieved the 
evidence of two gentlemen. He was 
not a motorist himself, but he was a 
magistrate and, therefore, his sympathy 


might be supposed to be with the 
magistrates in that rather serious 
matter. 

Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) said that 


the question of making proper arrange- 
ments for the inspection of laundries— 
whether they were private laundries or 
institutions — was one which was not 
only important in itself. but with which 
the credit of the House of Commons 
was considerably concerned. They all 
knew the history of the question, and he 
could not help thinking that the fact 
that a number of women and girls should 
suffer in healthand comfort on account 
of the difficulty of carrying a measure 
through the House—— 


*THe CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
is now dealing with legislation, which 
cannot be discussed in Committee of 
Supply. 


Mr. SEELY said he merely wished to 
state that the condition of these women 
and girls, which was not satisfactory, and 
for which religious questions were respon- 
sible, was not creditable, either to the sec- 
tion of the House concerned, or tu the 
House as a whole. Everyone would agree 
as to the importance of the subject, and 
al.othat the Home Secretary had done his 
best to remedy the grievance. He was 
not imputing blame for the fact that the 
grievance was not remedied, but he 
hoped the Home Secretary would continue 
his efforts in the desired direction. 
Anything that could be done should be 
done with as little delay as possible. The 
subject was a thorny one, and raised 
questions of considerable difficulty, and 
unless it were handled with great care, it 
would be difficult to remedy. He hoped 
that before many months were passed, 
‘the Home Secretary would be able to 
inform the House of Commons that he 
| had made arrangements by which, what 
he cou'd not help regarding as a great 
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scandal, would be put an end to. What 
the Home Secretary said in his speech 
Was quite satisfactory as far as it went, 
and he hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would continue his inquiries and press 
them to a definite conclusion, which 
would render it certain that those who 
worked in laundries—whether they were 
private laundries or institutions—should 
be properly looked after, just as women 
and girls employed in other industries 
were looked after. 


(4.20.) Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, 
Loughborough) said he wished to refer 
to the action of magistrates who refused 
to grant vaccination exemption certifi- 
cates in many Cases. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The Home Secre- 
tary has no control over the action of 
the magistrates. 


Mr. LE VY said he wished to ask the 
Home Secretary to reverse such decisions. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: 
man cannot do that. If he hasa specific 
instance in which application was made 


The hon. Gentle- 


to the Home Secretary, and in which 
the right hon. Gentleman did not act, 
the hon. Gentleman can bring it before 
the Comruiittee. 


Mr. LEVY said he had specific cases, 
and would ask the Home Se:retary if 
he would act in them. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: In what way does 
the hon. Gentleman suggest that the 
Home Secretary has power over the 


magistrates ! 


Mr. LEVY said that he had power to 
reverse their decisions. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: If no fine has been 
imposed, how can the Home Secretary 
remit it? The Heme Secretary has no 

Mr. Seely. 


(COMMONS! 
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power to compel magistrates to grant 
certificates of exemption. That is what 
the hon. Gentleman desires. 


Mr. LEV Y asked if he was to under- 


‘stand that the magistrates might break 


the law, and that he could not ask the 
Home Secretary to see that justice was 
done. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The Home Seere- 
tary is not acourt of appeal from the 
magistrates. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said, in 
reference to the remarks ot the hon, 
Member for Lincoln, he did not like to 
let the statement of the hon. Member 
pass unchallenged that the condition of 
women and girls in certain laundries 
was damaged owing to religious difficul- 
ties. What had occurred in reference 
to regulations for laundries was not 
based on religious considerations. 


Mr. SEELY said he did not intend to 
suggest that the hon. Member or anyone 
else had caused the grievance, lut un- 
doubtedly religious considerations were 
concerned, 


Mr. DILLON said he did not think so. 
He was a party to all the discussions, and 
religious considerations did net really 
enter into them at all. Other considera- 
tions did arise, which, however, he would 
not be in order in discussing. The 
Home Secretary certainly did not require 
any incitement or urging from any quarter 
to stimulate him in his endeavour to pro- 
tect women in laundries and other insti- 
tutions. The right hon. Gentleman 
showed the most extreme desire to make 
the Bill as effective as possible, and if all 
laundries were not included it was not 
his fault. That was due to the unreason- 
able opposition of some Members of the 
Committee. It was not fair that the hon, 
Member should make charges against 
other hon. Members which they could 
not argue in a debate like that. He was 
quite certain the Home Secretary would 
do everything in his power to extend al 
fair and reasonable protection to women 
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and girls working in laundries. So far 
as he was concerned, if met in a reason- 
able spirit, he would be quite ready to 
facilitate any reasonable protection being 
given to all employed in the laundries of 
the United Kingdom. Ali that was re- 
quired was a_ reasonable and fair en- 
couragement which would meet certain 
difficulties——not religious — difficulties— 
which existed. 


(4.50.) Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) 
said he agreed it would be impossible on 
the Vote before the Committee to discuss 
the question of laundries. He hadasked the 
Home Secretary earlier in the discussion 
what he had done in regard to a standard 
of sanitary accommodation, but the right 
hon. Gentleman did not give him a reply. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I think I did. 


Mr. TENNANT said that another 
point he would like to have some infor- 
mation upon was in connection with 
the fruit and jam preserving industry. 
The Order which the right hon. Gentle- 
man had read out did not preclude 
women being employed all day and all 
night. He desired to know whether 
it was not possible to make some Order 
whereby the hours of labour for women 
would be limited. 


*“Mr. RITCHIE thought it would be 
more desirable if, before the fruit and 
jam preserving industry were discussed, 
the hon. Gentleman saw the Order. All 
that the hon. Gentleman suggested was 
that this matter should be considered. 
If, when the hon. Gentleman had seen 
the dratt Order, he would communicate | 
with the Home Office, they would be 
happy to consider any suggestions he 
might make. With regard to the other | 
matters, he did not remember what had | 
taken place, but would make inquiries, 
and if the hon. Gentleman would put | 
a question later, he should have every 
information. | 
| 

*Mr. CLAUDE HAY repeated his sug- | 
gestion that the Home Office should test 
the claims of railway companies to acquire 
property without legislation. 
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Mr. RITCHIE said that he could 
sanction no such course. The condition 
of the law was under the consideration 
of a Committee, and it was not for the 
Home Office to take a test case in such 
a matter. 


Service Estimates. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY pointed out that 
it had not been referred to a Committee, 
and could not be so referred, because 
it was a matter in the discretion of the 
Home Oftice. 


Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, 5.) said that 
with regard to the granting, or the 
not granting, of a certificate of exemp- 
tion from vaccination, he would just 
like to say that the predecessor of the 
right hon. Gentleman, when specific 
cases were brought before him of the 
refusal of the magistrates to grant them 
immediately, wrote to the magistrates and 
pointed out they were not carrying out the 
provisions of the law. He submitted that 
the right hon. Gentleman ought to pur- 
sue the same course. There was very 
grave dissatisfaction existing in many 
parts of the country because magistrates 
refused to grant certificates on the state- 
ment on oath of the parents that they 
had conscientious objections to vaccination, 
and it would be much more satisfactory 
if the Home Secretary would undertake 
to draw the attention of the magistrates 
to the fact that they were not carrying 
out the provisions of the law when 
specific cases were brought to his 
attention. 


Sir.J AMES JOICEY (Durham, Chester- 
le-Street) supported the appeal, stating 
that in some districts it was impossible to 
induce the magistrates to grant certificates 
in any circumstances. In Chester-le- 
Street there was a very strong feeling 
among persons who had strong conscien- 


tious objections who had persistently 


refused exemptions. 


Mr. CHARLESSPENCER (Northamp- 
tonshire, Mid) asked whether the magis- 
trates had any right in law to impose what 
amounted toa fine onconscientious objectors 
by making them pay for their certificate of 
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exemption. He did not see, if a man had discussed, but it certainly could not be 
a conscientious objection against vaccina- discussed on the Vote for the Home 
tion, why he should practically be fined. Secretary. 

*Mr. RITCHIE said that the law : Dili ae 
required a fee of one shilling to be paid Mr. CHARLES SPENCER merely 


for a certificate of exemption. As to the 
suggestion of the hon. Member for South 
Norfolk, it was impossible for any Home 
Secretary to tell magistrates that they 
must be satisfied of the conscientious 
nature of an applicant’s objection to 
vaccination when, as a fact, they were not 
satisfied. The law said that the magis- 
trates must be satisfied on the point. 


Mr. CHARLES SPENCER asked on 
what ground were conscientious objectors 
required to pay for certificates. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: On the ground that 
it is the law. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY said in some 
districts it was impossible to satisfy the 


magistrates, 


Mr. LEVY asked whether, if he brought 
a specific case before him the 
decision of the magistrates was apparently 
against the law, the right hon. Gentleman 
would communicate with the magistrates. 


where 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I certainly will not. 
The law it 
diseretion, and IL have no right to say 
that they shall be convinced when they 
are not convinced. 


leaves to the magistrates’ 


Mr. SOAMES said the magistrates 
cross-examined the applicant for exemp- 
tion as to the grounds of his conscientous 
objection in a manner they had no right 


to do. 


* THE CHAIRMAN pointed out that 
the Home Secretary had no power over 
the actions of the magistrates. He did 
not say that their action could not be 

Mr. Charles Spencer. 


wished to know to whom he could apply 
for information in this matter, if not to 
the Home Secretary. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said the Home 
Secretary was not the legal adviser to 
Members of the House. All he (the 
Chairman) had to do was to that 


discussion did not exceed the Rules of 


see 


Order, and he ruled that this discussion 
was irrelevant and out of order. 


Mr. A. E. PEASE (Yorkshire, Cleve- 
land) called attention to the grievance of 
the quarrymen in the north of England, 
He said they were paid on the quantity 
of stone quarried, and they felt they had 
a great grievance in not being allowed to 
appoint a man to check the weight, so 
that they might be able to rely on the 
fact that they were paid a proper wage 
according to the work done. A Bill was 
introduced some years ago, but the Home 
Secretary declined to allow it to pass, 
He know whether the 
right hon. Gentleman try and 
evolve some scheme by which this griev- 

'ance could be remedied, or whether the 
Government would allow a Bill for that 
purpose, introduced by a private Member, 


now wished to 


would 


facilities for passing into law. 


* Mr. RITCHIE said the only way to 
deal with the matter was by legislation, 
and he thought it would be out of order 
to discuss prospective legislation at the 
present time, 


(4.53.) Question put. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes, 108: 
Noes, 190. (Division List No. 188.) 
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Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. ('Tlornsey) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth C.B. 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

jurns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Sir FrancisH.(Maidst’ne 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Agnew, Sur Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnoldi-Fouster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Banbury, Frede:ick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach, Rt Hn.SirMichaelHicks 
Beresford, LordCharles William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, T. Gibson (Lynn Regis) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
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Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, Greorge 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 
Kinloch, SirJ ohn George Smyth 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mather, William 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Mooney, John J. 

Nanuetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


NOES. 


Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasg’w 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charlex William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,.J. Austen(Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Tho-. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir Willis 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,Sic John Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Fdw. H. Athole 


Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | 


Cranborne, Viscount 


Cripps, Charles Alfred 
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O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


| O’Brien, Kendal(‘Tipperary Mid 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
(YConnor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Kelly, James; Roscommon, N. 


' O'Malley, William 


Partington, Oswald 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Schwann, Charles EF. 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rr. Hn.C. R.(N rth’nts 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tenvavt, Hareld John 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York. E. R.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York,W. R.) 
Young, Samuel ° 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Captain Norton and Mr. 
Norman. 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


| Dickinson, Robert Edmond 


Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Kgerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
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Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
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Halsey, it. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG. (Mi'd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
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Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, James (Staffords. N.W 
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Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Macartney, Rt Hn. W.G. Ellison | 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
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Manners, Lord Cecil 
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Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
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Moon, hdward Robert Pacy 
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Morrell, George Herbert | 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton ArthurH. A.( Deptford) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray ©. 
Murray, Rt. HnAGraham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


| Stanley, 
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Sharpe. William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
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| Smith, James Parker(Lanarks.) 


Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Staniey, Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
St: inley, Edward Jas. (Somerset) 
Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart. Sir Mark J M*Tagyart 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
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Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G (Oxf'dUnir, 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wim. dw. 
Tritzon, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut -Col. Edward 


Murray 





Hermon- Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Nomerset, E. 
Hope..J. F. (Shettield. Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 


Newdivate, 


Nicol, 


Hoult, Joseph Pease, Herbart Pike( Darlin: gton 
Hozier. Hon. James Henry Cee - Pemberton, John S. G. 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N. R. Penn, Jonn 


Arthur Frederick Percy, Karl 
William (Belfast) 
Heywood (Sussex) | 
Rt. Hon. Sir JohnH. | 
| Purvis, 
Rankin, Sir 


Jeffreys, 
Johnston, 
Johnstone, 
Kennaway, 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hen. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut. -General 
Lawson, John Grant 


- Lecky. Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. 


Pretyman, E: 


Reid, 
Reid, Sir R. 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage Renshaw, 
Leveson-Ciower, Frederick N.S. | Ritchie, Rt. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. Roberts, 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 

Long, Col. CharlesW (Evesham | Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. | Round, James 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


| Sadler, Col. 
Samuel, 


Francis William 
Cc. (Cumb., Eskdale) 


Lowe, 
Lowther 


Original Question again proposed. 


(5.10.)Mr. CHARLES SPENCER asked 
the right hon. Gentleman whether it was 
in his power to alter the scale of charges 
for the conscientious objector who de- 
manded exemption from vaccination. 


* Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) drew 
attention to the fact that there were 
only two inspectors under the Viviseetion 
Act, and asserted that it was physically 
impossible for them to go all over 
the country to look aiter the work of 
some of whom 


200 licensed vivisectors, | 
were regardless of the torture they | 
inflicted on dumb animals. Ue hoped | 
the Home Secretary would be able to | 


Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Pierpoint, Robert 
Piatt-Higgins, Frederick 

nest George 
Robert 

Jaines 

| Rattigan,|Sir William Henry 
James (Greenock) 
Threshie (Dumfries 
Charles Bine 

Hn. Chas. 
Samuel (Shetfield) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


Valentia, Viscount 
Wason,JohnCatheart (Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col A.C. E.(Taunt'n 
W hiteley, H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitraore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 

| Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 

| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

| Wilson,.J. W. ( Worcestersh. N.) 

| Wilson-Todd. Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.©. B. Stuart- 
Wright-on, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon George 
Younger, William 

Thomson 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Royds, ne ‘ment Molyneux 
Samuel Alexander 
Harry S. 


(Limehouse) 


assure him that additional inspectors 
would be appointed in order to see that 
these experiments were carried on in a 
more humane manner. He condemned 
the use of curara. This, he said, was a 
drug which paralysed the motor nerves 
but left those of sensation _ intact. 
In fact the animal was deprived of all 
power of motion, but remained completely 
sensitive. As the muscles with which 
the animal breathes were paralysed with 
this drug, suffocation and death would 
in the ordinary course, quickly ensue 
from its use ; but to prevent this, before 
the drug was injected, the animal’s throat 
was cut, its windpipe dissected out, anda 
tube fitted into it connected with an 
apparatus similar to a bellows, which 
instituted an artificial respiration by 
pumping air in and out of the lungs. 
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Thus kept alive, the animal laid com- 
pletely unable to move, but with its 
capacity for suffering unimpaired, while 
it was vivisected. Hedesired to know, 
further, whether Government  oftices 
and workshops were inspected by the 
Home Office inspector. He moved to 
reduce the Vote by £500. 


Motion made and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £91,856, be 
granted for the said Serviee.”—(Wr. Weir.) 


CoLtoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epp- 
ing) said he hoped shortly to bring in a 


Billto make certain alterations in the | 


law, which were desired by many people 
who view these experiments with appre- 
hension. He did not wish to lay any 
charge against those gentlemen, who 
honestly, and, he believed, very ably ful- 
filled the office of inspectors of the various 
laboratories where experiments on live 
animals were carried on under due 
licence by the Home Secretary. But he 
should like to join with the hon. Mem- 
ber for Ross and Cromarty in the hop 
that additional inspectors might be ap- 
pointed to assist in supervising these ex- 
periments. It was not that he doubted 
the humanity of thosemen who believed 
that they would gain some advantage 
from these experiments on live animals, 
but he believed it was necessary that 
those experiments should be, if possible, 
conducted under the view, or, at all 
events, in the presence, of men who were 
aware how deep the public feeling was 
onthis subject. The inspectors at pre- 
sent were too few in number to carry on 
that work properly, and he hoped the 
Home Secretary would be able to see his 
way to increasing the number until they 
were able to lay before the House the 
views of a very large body of the public 
on what he looked upon as the causing 
of needless suffering to live animals. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.) said he abhorred vivisection in all its 
forms. moods, and tenses. Since the 
passing of the Act of 1876 the people of 
the country had been under the impres- 
sion that all was well, and that, though 
it was necessary for the advancement of 
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science that these experiments should be 
carried on, they were conducted painlessly 
to the animals concerned. But that was 
not the case. When the effects of the 
narcotic passed off the torture was simply 
indescribable. Under that Act two in- 
spectors were appointed, but he believed 
that one of these two inspectors was a 
convinced believer in the system of vivi- 
section, and was not therefore likely to 
look with a very critical eye as to 
whether cruelty was practised or not. 
The reports supplied to the House under 
the Vivisection Act were, in his opinion, 
shams and frauds. He wished the Act 
of 1876 had never been passed to legalise 
these experiments. Certificates were 
freely given to such men as Dr. Klein, 
who had avowed that in conducting ex- 
periments he never considered the suffer- 
ings ofthe animal. In too many instances 
vivisection was carried on, not for the 
purpose of relieving human suffering, 
but out of a mere devilish spirit of 
curiosity,and hadan effect onstudents sub- 
versive of the best feelings of humanity. 
[Cries of ‘“ Agreed.”| He begged the 
noble Lord opposite to restrain his en 
thusiasm. He was expressing the feelings 
of humanity towards animals, and the 
only interruption came from the noble 


Lord. 


Lorp BALCARRES 
Chorley), interrupting, said that was an 
He was 


(Lancashire, 


improper observation to make. 
greatly interested in the subject, and 
anxious to hear what the Home Secretary 
had to say upon it. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILLIE said he had 
left plenty of time for the Home 
Secretary to reply. He desired to know 
whether any addition was proposed to the 
number of inspectors and whether there 
had been any prosecutions under the 
Act of 1876. 


*(5,27.) Mr. RITCHIE said that as to 
altering the scale of charges to the 
conscientous objector, he would prefer 
not to give an answer on the spur of the 
moment. It might be rather a question 


2R 
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for the Attorney General to answer. As 
to the inspection of Government factories, 


Adjournment of 


the Act of last year applied, and they were | 


now inspected by Home Office inspectors, 
while Government buildings generally 
were open to inspection by the sanitary 
authority. With regard to vivisection, 
time did not admit of fully discussing the 
subject. As to the argument that 
animals suffered intense pain after re- 
covery from the anesthetic, he could 
assure the House that that was very 
easily life 
destroyed before return of conscious- 


overstated, because was 
ness in all cases except those where 
special certificates authorising the keep- 
ing alive of the animal were granted. 
It might become necessary to appoint 
additional inspectors, but it would be 
absolutely impossible to ensure that an 
inspector should be present at all opera 
tions, for that would require an army of 
inspectors. No certificate was given 
except under the greatest precautions, 
and even where such certificates were 
granted, the animals had to be killed m- 
mediately the object of the experiment 
was attained. Before a certificate was 
issued the Home Secretary had to be con- 
vinced that every precaution would be 
taken that the operation would be con- 
ducted by a properly-trained person for an 
adequate scientific object. All possible 
means were taken to avoid causing animals 
unnecessary pain; the inspectors were 
most humane men, and so, generally, 
were the operators. He did not know 
that there 


under the Act. 


had been any convictions 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr. Ritchie. 


{COMMONS} 


the House. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday 
next; Committee to sit again upon Mon- 
day next. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP K). 


Sir JoHN BrunNeR reported from 
the Committee on Group K of Private 
Bills, That the parties opposing the 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) [Dorchester Order] Bill had 
stated that the evidence of Burrough 
Cosens was essential to their case, and, 
it having been proved that his attendance 
could not be procured without the inter- 
vention of the House, he had been in- 
structed to move that the said Burrough 
Cosens do attend the said Committee on 
Tuesday next, at half-past eleven of the 
clock. 


Ordered, That Burrough Cosens do 
attend the said Committee on Group K 
of Private Bills on Tuesday next, at half- 


past eleven of the‘clock. 


LIVERPOOL CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 8). 
Mr. Compton RicKett reported from 
the Committee on Group No. 8 of Rail- 


way Bills, That, for the convenience of 


parties, the Committee had adjourned 


until Tuesday next, at Eleven of the 


clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
before Six o’clock till Monday 


next. 
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OF SHEFFIELD. 


1077 


EARL 


Earl of Sheftield, in 
Ireland, claiming a right to vote 
at the elections of Representative 
Peers for Ireland; read, and referred to 


the Peerage of 





the Lord Chancellor to consider and 
report thereupon to the House. 

K SAT FIRST. 

k The Lord Kensington sat first in 


Parliament after the death of his brother. 


: Parliament after the death of his 
. brother. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL, 

EK METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 
: BILL, 

k Examiner's Certificates of non-com- 
: plianee with the Standing Orders referred 
‘to the Standing Orders Committee on 
P Tuesday the 10th instant. 


WEST AND SOUTH LONDON JUNC- 
TION RAILWAY BILL [u.1.}. 

: The Chairman of Committees informed 

F the House that the promoters do not 

F intend to proceed further with the Bill : 





The Orders made on the 20th of January 
and the 20th of March last, discharged : 
Ordered, That the Bill be not further 
proceeded with. 
BIRKENHEAD CORPORATION BILL. 
The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the 
Bill was withdrawn: ‘the Order made 
m the 13th of May last, discharged, and | 
Bill committed. | 
| 
MEXBOROUGH AND SWINDON TRAM. | 
WAYS BILL [1.1. ]. 
Reported from the Select Committee, | 
vith Amendments. 


BRISTOL CORPORATION BILL [u.1. }. 

The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
‘ported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 
VOL. CVIIL 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| FourRTH SERIES. ] 
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Petition of Henry North Holroyd | 


k The Lord Sefton (/. Sefton) sat first in | 
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CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY (NEW 
LINES) BILL [1..}. 


Reported from the Select Committee, 


_ with Amendments. 


SCARBOROUGH TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Read 2", and committed. 


IMPERIAL INSTITUTE BILL [u.1.]. 


Read 3*; Amendments made; Bill 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 
HASTINGS HARBOUR DISTRICT RAIL- 


| WAY (EXTENSION OF TIME) BILL [11.1. |. 


tead 3°, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


COLWYN BAY AND COLWYN URBAN 
DISTRICT COUNCIL BILL, 
HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION BILL, 


KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH 
RAILWAY BILL, 


LEAMINGTON CORPORATION BILL, 


LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS 
(VARIOUS POWERS) BILL, 


LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL, 


NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL, 
NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL, 
RICHMOND HILL (PRESERVATION OF 
VIEW) BILL, 


WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 
l*; and referred to the Examiners. 


BIRMINGHAM ASSAY OFFICE 
BILL [uw], 


DEAL AND WALMER GAS BILL [1.1.1], 
DONEGAL RAILWAY BILL [u.1.], 
PLYMOUTH, DEVONPORT, AND SOUTH - 

WESTERN JUNCTION RAILWAY 
BILL [u.1.]. 
Zeturned from the Commons agreed 
to. 
WATERFORD AND BISHOP FOY 
ENDOWED SCHOOLS BILL [H.1L.}., 
Returned trom the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 
LONDON AND SOUTH-WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [1.1.1], 


URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
WATER BILL [u.t.], 


STREET 


258 
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TYNE IMPROVEMENT 


BILL [(#.1.]. 

Returned from the Commons agreed 

to, with Amendments; the said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


CORNWALL ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


KINGS ROAD RAILWAY BILL [1.1 }. 
KING’S ROAD RAILWAY (PUTNEY 
EXTENSION) BILL [1.1], 


NORTH-EAST LONDON RAILWAY 
(No. 1) BILL [4.1.}, 


NORTH-EAST LONDON RAILWAY 
(No. 2) BILL [1.1.], 


PICCADILLY AND CITY RAILWAY 
(No. 1) BILL [ii], 
PICCADILLY AND CITY RAILWAY 
(No. 2) BILL [1.1. }. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee adjourned on certain 
days during the recess at Whitsuntide 
for the convenience of parties. 


WEST AND SOUTH LONDON JUNCTION 
RAILWAY BILE [i.1.], 
LONDON UNITED ELECTRIC RAIL- 
WAYS BILL [1.1.1], 


AND PICCADILLY 
(NEW LINES, 


CIRCUS 
ETC.) 


BROMPTON 
RAILWAY 
BILL [u.1.], 

CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY (NEW 

LINES) BILL [1.1.1]. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee adjourned on cer- 
tain days during the recess at Whit- 
suntide for the convenience of parties. 


KING’S ROAD RAILWAY BILL [u.1. 1], 


KING’S ROAD RAILWAY (PUTNEY 
EXTENSION) BILL [u.1. }. 


Report from the Select Committee, 
That it is not expedient to proceed 
further with the Bills; read, and 


ordered to lie on the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 


Read 3°, and passed. 
PAISLEY GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [H.L. }. 
Committed to a Committee of 
whole House tomorrow. 


COMMISSION 


the 


{LORDS} 


| 
| 
| 


{ 
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GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BLLL [u.1. J, 
WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
BILL [#.1. J, 
EDUCATION BOARD ~ PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BARNES, 
ETC.) BILL [1.1, ], 


EDUCATION BOARD 


Reports, de. 


PROVISIONAL 


ORDER CONFIRMATION (SWAN. 
SEA UNITED DISTRICT) (No. 2) 
BILL [H.1.}. 

Committed to a Committee of the 


whole House. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL [1.1], 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [11.1.1, 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [11.1], 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
BILL [u.1. }. 

Committed. The Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


PROVISIONAL 
BILL. 


Commons : 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ORDER (POOR LAW) 
Brought from the read 
1*; to be printed ; and referred to th 
Examiners. (No. 79.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

THe Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the following Papers 
having been commanded to be presented 
to this House by His Majesty had been 
so presented on the following dates } 
delivery to the Clerk of the Parliaments, 
pursuant to Order of the House of the 


, 17th February, 1896, viz— 


1 SOUTH AFRICA, 

I. Papers relating to the Administra 
tion of Martial Law in South Africa. 
(May 21.) 

II. Statistics of Refugee Camps in 
South Africa (in (Cd. 
939.], April 1902). 


continuation of 
(May 28.) 


2. TRADE REPORTS : ANNUAL SERIES 
No. 


970R 
2798. 


delphia). 


United States 


No. 2799. Portugal (Beira). 

No. 2800. Greece (lonian Islands). 
No, 2801. Italy (Elba). (May 21.) 
No. 2802. China (Wuhu). 


(Phila- 


pre 


to 


the 


tral 
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No. 2803. Persia (Persiin Gulf). 
No. 2804. China (Ningpo). 


. 2805, France (Brest). (May 24.) 
2806. France 
(M 1y 28.) 
2807. Peru 
2808. France (Dunkirk). 
2809. Italy (Leghorn). 
2810. Russia (Poland 
Lithuania). 


No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 


3. MISCELLANEOUS No 6 (1902). 
Return the names, and 
previous employment of persons appointed 
to the Salaried Consular Service, 1897 
to 1902. (May 24.) 


ot 


ages, 


!£, BOARD OF EDUCATION, 
I, Revised Instructions apy 
the Code of 1902. (May 27.) 
Il. Draft Order in Council for further 
transfer of Powers to the Board of 
Education from the Charity Commis- 
under the Board of Education 
(May 28.) 


ipplieable to 


sioners, 
Act, 1899, Section 2. 


5. BOARD OF AGRICULTURE. 
Agricultural Returns (Great Britain) 
showing the acreage and produce of 
crops, prices of corn, number of 
live stock, with agricultural  statisties 
ior the United Kingdom, British posses- 


and 


ions, and Foreign Countries, 1901. 
May 28.) 

6. CENSUS OF TRELAND, 1901. 
Part [. Vol. Ul. Province of Ulster 
May 2.) 


7. MONEY ORDERS. 
Agreement for the exchange of money 
rders between the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland and the 
Republic of Liberia. (May 29.) 


. CENSUS OF ENGLAND AND WALES. 
OO]. 
County of Stafford (area, houses, and 
iges, Condition as to marriage, oceupa- 
tons, birthplaces, and — infirmities. 


M y 2y.) 


9 LABOUR 
Eight I 
statistics 


1900-1901. 


STATISTICS, 
of labour 


eg 
Kingdom, 


annual abstract 
of the United 
(May 31.) 
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(Cherbou rg). 


and 


opulation), also popul ition classified by | 


| 


| 
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DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACT. 
Report of Proceedings as regards 
Ireland, for the year 1901. (May 31). 
The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


10. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 
Correspondence respecting terms of 
surrender of the Boer Forces in the 
Field. 
IRISH LAN!) COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 


RENTS). 
Returns for the months of July, 
August, September, and October 1901, 


TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 2811. 

Marques) ; 

No. 2812. Portugal (Tete). 


Portugal (Lourenco 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the ‘Table. 


INDIA (INDIA OFFICE SUPERANNUA. 
TION ALLOWANCE). 

Minute, by the Secretary of State for 
India, stating that the circumstances 
under which superannuation allowance 
has been granted in accordance with 
Section 2 of the Superannuation Act, 
L887, to the assistants of the 
Auditor of Indian Accounts. 


one ot 


COUNTY COURTS ACT, 1888. 

Order of the Lord Chancellor, dated 
28th of May 1902, under Section 45 of 
the Act, ordering that John Edward 
Daw, Registrar of the County Court of 
Devonshire, held at Exeter, shall not 
practice as a solicitor, and that Section 
20 of the Supreme Court of Judicature 
(Officers) Act, 1879, shall not apply to 
the office of the said John Edward Daw. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING 
ANt) LSS8. 


ACTS, 1882 


Special Report by the Board of Trade 
under Section 1 of the Electric Lighting 
Act, 1888, 

POLICE (COUNTIES AND BOROUGHS, 
ENGLAND AND WALES). 

Reports of His Majesty's Inspectors of 
Constabulary, for the year ended 29th 
September, 1901. 
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1083 The Late {LORDS} Lord Pauneefote. 1084 
POLLING DISTRICTS. BENEFICES (CITY OF LONDON). 


1. (County of Southampton)—Order| Return respecting. Laid before the 
made by the County Council of the} House (pursuant to order of the 6th of 
County of Southampton, altering certain | March last), and to be printed. (No. 
polling districts in the Andover Parlia- | 78.) 
mentary Division. — 

THE LATE LORD PAUNCEFOTE. 


2. Borough of Christchureh—Order| sila ea , 
made by the Council of the Borough of | J _ es aaa ae oe 2 aaeagr 
Christchurch, altering certain polling |" ™#* 7% SEAL (the Marquess ol 


districts in the boroug] | SALISBURY): My Lords, before the House 

istricts In the borough. | ga ; . 
| goes to the business of the day, I wish to 
PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS. 1853 TO | 84y a few words in remembrance of one 
1891 (CONDITIONAL LICENCE). | whom we have lost, whom 1, through 
many years of friendship, deeply valued, 
| and whose death is a very serious loss to 
| the public service of this Empire. | refer 
her to be at large on condition that she | o * 2 ol me P x onged Lord 
enter the Elizabeth Fry Refuge, Hackney, | ammcecte. 1 Go not wisn to s8j much 
E : , *’ | about him, only to recall to your Lord- 
y ships’ recollection the great loss that we 
have sustained. He belonged to a class 

SUPERANNUATION. . : = 
: of public servants of whom, perhaps, we 
, . — re 9 =) : ‘ 

Ro Treasury ey dated 12th May ' do not quite think enough, but whose 
1902, granting to Mr. Donald McLean, power of mind, whose unflagging ex- 
Postmaster at Helensburgh, a retiring | ertions, whose fidelity to their duty and 
allowance under Section 2 of the Act. to their chiefs, are among the causes 





Licence granted by His Majesty to 
Mary Ann Kelly, a convict under deten- 
tion in Aylesbury Prison, permitting 


which enable this country to uphold her 
» TT raacn rer ; is a ie ‘ a ‘ 4 a n % 
2. Treasury Minute, dated 20th May strength and her isolation, in spite of 
1902, declaring that Robert Wright, | aj] dangers and difficulties by which 
> ’ . > hd ye y 4 v« ’ . . . : . 
Royal Laboratory, War Office, was|from time to time our history is 
appointed without a Civil Service certifi-| threatened. Lord Pauncefote is a very 
cate through inadvertence on the part) remarkable instance, though he is by no 


of the head of his department. means a solitary one. He was a lawyer 
in Hong Kong. I am not aware that he 

INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION had any special means of obtain ng the 
(IRELAND). recognition he deserved. He rose 

Rules and programme of examinations | because all with whom he came in con- 
for 1905. tact recognised his sterling abilities and 
his entire devotion to his country. He 

GENERAL PRISONS (IRELAND) rose from one position to another. He 
ACT, 1877. / came into the central Administration of 

Rules for Visiting Committees of | this country. He was taken into the 


ordinary prisons in Ireland. Laid before Colonial Office. From the Colonial 
the House (pursuant to Act), and Office he was taken into the Foreign 


ordered to lie on the Table. Office, and from the Foreign Office he 
went to the Embassy at Washington. 
MEDWAY CONSERVANCY. And he has now left behind him 


Statement of receipts and expenditure | the reputation of having done more 
of the conservators, for the vear from | than any one man to cement that unio 
25th March 1901 to the 25th March | between the two great Anglo-Saxon 
1902. | races which is one of the healthiest and 
most promising indications of our time. 

ARUNDEL PORT. He has done a great work for his 

Account and Report for 1901-1902, | country. He has sacrificed himself to 

it, and Ido not wish the occasion to pass 

Delivered (pursuant to Act), and] without recalling him for a moment to 
ordered to lie on the Table. your Lordships’ recollection, and pointing 
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1085 Terms of Peace. 


AFRICAN WAR — TERMS 
PEACE. 

THe Marquess or SALISBURY: If 
do not quite know what is the regular 
course of proceeding, but I may be guilty 
of disrespect to your Lordships if I did 
not touch on the question of the peace, 
which occupies the attention of us all. 
I have therea difficulty. The only infor- 
mation I can give to your Lordships is to 
read the terms of surrender which have 
been agreed upon and signed, and which, 
I hope, will bring the lamentable state 
that has fallen from the Prime Minister. | of things in South Africa to an end. I 
We feel that the country has lost a great | @m sorry to say they are long. I do 
and devoted servant, whose services| not know if your Lordships’ patience 
have been readily, generously, fully | will resent my attempting to read them 
given to his country. now, but, if it does, I can only say that 


out how greatly we benefit by the 
possession of such men as an example to 
our public servants and as a sustaining 
power to the energy of the Empire. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My noble 
friend Lord Spencer, [ am sorry to say, 
is detained by business in the country— 
[think his Yeomanry is being reviewed 
by Lord Roberts—and, in his absence, I 
desire, on behalf of the Party he leads 
in this House, to express our entire and | 
sorrowful concurrence in every word 








We have but too | 
few such men to rely upon in this time they will probably be in print within the 
of difficulty and trouble, and I can say | next twenty-four hours. But if I am 
that the loss of Lord Pauncefote is as | allowed to read them, I will take leave 
much deplored and grieved for by the! to do so. The terms of surrender are as 





Members of His Majesty's Opposition as | follows :— 
it is by the members of His Majesty's 
Government. 


THe EARL or ROSEBERY: 


Lords, I had no idea that the 
Marquess was going to take this oppor: 


My 


tunity, very properly, of paying a tribute | 
to Lord Pauncefote, and I should not | 


have intervened in the proceedings were 
it not that [ am, perhaps, the only 
Foreign Secretary in this House beside 
the noble Marquess who was associated 
with him when he was Under-Secretary 
in that great Department. I desire to 
associate myself entirely with every word 
the noble Marquess has said. No 
who had to deal with Lord Pauncefote 
could exaggerate the services which he 
rendered to the office in which 
worked and to the Minister under whom 
he served. But it was reserved, | think, 


for the last act of his life to display his | 


. 


value to the Empire in the most con- 
spicuous manner. We cannot but feel 
that the funeral honours that were 
rendered to Lord Pauncefote in America, 
afford a sure text and a sure mark of 
the esteem in which he was held there 
and the full reward of his work. I am 
sure that no one could utter a more 


auspicious hope over his grave than the | 


aspiration that his death, as well as his 
life, may have tended to draw nearer 
the union between the two great branches 
of the English-speaking race. 


noble | 


one | 


he | 


His Excellency General Lord Kitchener and 
| His Excellency Lord Milner, on behalf of the 
British Government, and Messrs. M. T. Steyn, 
| J. Brebner, General C. R. De Wet, General 
| C. Olivier, and Judge J. B. M. Hertzog, act- 
| ing as the Government of the Orange Free 
| State, and Messrs. S. W. Burger, F. W. Reitz, 
Generals Louis Botha, J. H. Delarey, Lucas 
| Meyer, and Krogh, acting as the Government 
| of the South African Republic, on behalf of 
| their respective burghers, desirous to terminate 
the present hostilities, agree on the following 
articles : 
Article I.—The burgher forces in the tield 
| will forthwith lay down their arms, handing 
over all guns, rifles, and munitions of war in 
| their possession or under their control, and 
desist from any further resistance to the 
authority of His Majesty King Edward VIL., 
whom they recognise as their lawful Sovereign. 
| The manner and details of this surrender will 
| be arranged between Lord Kitchener and Com- 
mandant General Botha, Assistant Command- 
ant-General Delarey, and Chief Commandant 
| De Wet. 


Article If.—All burghers in the field out- 
side the limits of the Transvaal or the Orange 
| River Colony, and all prisoners of war at 
| present outside South Africa, who are 
| burghers, will, on duly declaring their accept- 
ance of the position of subjects of His Majesty 
King Edward VIL., be gradually brought back 
to their homes as soon as transport can be 
provided and their means of subsistence en- 
sured, 

Article I1I1.—The burghers so surrendering 
or so returning will not be deprived of their 
personal liberty or their property. 
| Article 1V.—No proceedings, civil or criminal, 
will be taken against any of the burghers 
surrendering or so returning, for any acts in 
connection with the prosecution of the war. 
The benefit of this clause will not extend to 
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certain acts contrary to usages of war which 
have been notified by the Commander-in-Chief 
to the Boer generals, and which shall be tried 
by court-martial immediately after the close of 
hostilities. 

Article V.—The Dutch language will be 
taught in public schools in the Transvaal and 
Orange River Colony where the parents of the 
children desire it, and will be allowed in courts 
of law where necessary for the better and more 
etiectual administration of justsce. 

Article VI.—The possession of rifles will be 
allowed in the Transvaal and Grange River 
Colony to persons requiring them for their pro- 
tection on taking out a license according to 
law. 

Article VII.—Military administration in the 
Transvaal and Orange River Colony will, at 
the earliest possible date, be succeeded by civil 
government, and as soon as circums{ances 
permit representative institutions leading up 
to self-government will be introduced. 


Article VIII,—The question of granting the 
franchise to natives will not be decided until 
after the introduction of self-government. 

Article IX.—No special tax will be imposed 
on landed property in the Transvaal and 
Orange River Colony to defray the expenses of 
the war. 

Article X.—As soon as conditions permit, a 
commission, on which the local inhabitants will 
be represented, will be appointed in’ each 
district of the Transvaal and Orange River 
Colony, under the presidency of a magistrate on 
other official, for the purpose of assisting the 
restoration of the people to their homes, 
and supplying those who, owing to war losses, 
are unable to provide themselves with food, 
shelter, and the necessary amount of seed, 
stock. implements, ete., indispensable to the 
resumption of their normal occupations. 

His Maje-ty’s Government will place at 
the disposal of these commissions a suin of 
£3,000,000 sterling for the above purposes, 
and will allow #l] notes issued under Law I, 
of 1800 of the South African Repoblie, and 
all receipts given by officers in the field of 
the late Republics, or under their orders, to 
be presented to a judicial commission which 
will be appointed by the Government, and if 
such notes apd receipts are found by this 
cominission to have been duly issued in 
return for valuable considerations they will 
he received by the first-named commissions 
as evidence of war suffered by the 
persons to whom they were originally given. 

In addition to the above-named tree yprant 
of £3,000,0U0 steriing, His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will be prepared to make advances on 
loan for the same purposes, free of interest 
for two years, and afterwards repayable over 
a period of years with 3 per cent. interest. 

No foreigner or reLel will be entitled to 
the benefit of this clause. 


That is the close of the terms of 
surrender. There are some additional 
terms, not of such interest, which deal 
with questions of the treatment of 
rebels in the Cape Colony and Natal 
during the last two 

The Marquess of Salisbury. 


losses 


{LORDS} 


years, but the 


Terms of Peace. 


general tendency of them 
expressed in the last words 


may be 


“The Natal G vernment are of opinion 
that rebels should be dealt with according 
to the law of the colony.” 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, | 
had no idea when I came to the House 
this evening, that my two noble friends 
who are generally associated with me 
on this Bench would be absent. I speak, 
of course, without the authority that 
they would carry, for they have filled 
again and again many high administra- 
tive offices in the State, which | cannot 
claim to have done. But still I do 
venture to ask your Lordships to allow 
me, in a single sentence, to express my 
congratulations to His Majesty's Ministers 
and the country on having at length 
brought this long war to an end. [| 
am sure that the first feeling in the 
minds of al! of us is one of intense 
gratitude to the higher Power that this 
war has been brought to a close. This 
is no time to criticise the terms of peace, 
or to make any remarks upon them; 
it is the time only to express a fervent 
and, may I say, confident hope, that 
these terms will be so interpreted, and 
will be so carried out by both parties 
to them, both in South Africa and in 
this country, that a lasting pacification 


of South Africa may ensue, and that 
we may have among the most loyal 
subjects of the Crown those very 


opponents with whom we have been 
struggling for the past three years. | 
fervently bope that all remembrances 
of an unpleasant character in this war 
will pass away, and that the only re- 
membrances that will remain in the 
minds of those who have taken part 
in the war will be remembrances of the 
good deeds and the valour which the 
trial of war has brought out on either 
side. I think that, if we can secure 
this result, we may look forward to a 
future that must necessarily be full of 
anxiety with some confidence and con- 
tent. 

THE Eart or ROSEBERY: My Lords, 
I hope | may be allowed, in a single 
sentence, to exiress to His Majestys 
Government my hearty, unstinted, un- 
reserved congratulations upon ithe an- 
nouncement of peace which they have 
been privileged to make today, aid to 
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express the hope that today may mark 
the beginning of a new epoch of peace, 
prosperity, and commercial development 
throughout South Africa and the Empire. 
House adjourned at five minutes 
before Five o'clock, till 
Tomorrow, & quarter past 

Four o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 2nd June, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERE- 

TO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
ease of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto 
have been complied with, viz. :— 

Local Government (Ireland) 

sional Orders (No. 2) Bill. 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 

(No. 3) Bill. 

Ordered, that the 
second time tomorrow. 

PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 

STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, no Standing 
Orders are applicable. viz. :— 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Order 

(No. 4) Bill. 

Ordered, that the Bill be reada second 
time tomorrow. 

BRISTOL WATER BILL [Lorps], 
NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE CORPORA- 
TION TRAMWAYS BILL |Lorps], 
RENFREW HARBOUR BILL [Lorps], 
RHYMNEY RAILWAY BILL [Lorps], 
SOUTH-EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- 

HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS 
BILL [Lorps], 
TYNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND TRAM- 
ROADS BILL [Lorps]. 

Read a second time and committed. 
LEAMINGTON CORPORATION BILL 
[By ORDER]. 

Read the third time, and passed. 


Provi- 


Bills be 


read a 
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LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY BILL [By OrDER] (KING’s Con- 
SENT SIGNIFIED). 

Read the third time, and passed. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (GAS) BILL, 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (GAS) BILL. 

Read the third time, and passed. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL, 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL, 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL, 
LONDON (POPLAR) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

Read a second time, and committed. 


PETITIONS. 
CANAL TRAFFIC BILL. 

Petition from Bath in favour; to lie 

upon the Table. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND 
WALES) BILL. 

Petition from Moorsholm cum Gerrick 

against ; to lie upon the Table. 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION. 

Petition trom Otley, for alteration otf 

Law: to lie upon the Table. 
LICENSING BILL. 

Petitions in favour; From Camborne; 
and London ; to lie upon the Table. 

MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 

WIFE'S SISTER BILL. 

Petitions against; From Sydenham ; 
Rettord ; Bristol ; Walsall; and Lichfield ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

PLUMBERN’ REGISTRATION BILL. 

Petition from Ashton-under- Lyne, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table. 
VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS BILL. 

Petition from Keighley, in favour; to 


lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SOUTH AFRICA. 

Copy presented, of Correspondence 
respecting Terms of Surrender of the 
Boer Forces in the Field [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 

SOUTHAMPTON). 

Copy presented, of Order made by 

the County Council of the County of 


Southampton altering certain Polling 
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certain acts contrary to usages of war which 
have been notified by the Commander-in-Chief 
to the Boer generals, and which shall be tried 
by court-martial immediately after the close of 
hostilities. 

Article V.—The Dutch language will be 
taught in public schools in the Transvaal and 
Orange River Colony where the parents of the 
children desire it, and will be allowed in courts 
of law where necessary for the better and more 
effectual administration of just:ce. 

Article VI.—The possession of rifles will be 
allowed in the Transvaal and Grange River 
Colony to persons requiring them for their pro- 
tection on taking out a license according to 
law. 

Article VII.-—Military administration in the 
Transvaal and Orange River Colony will, at 
the earliest possible date, be succeeded by civil 
government, and as circums( ances 
permit representative institutions leading up 
to self-government will be introduced. 


soon as 


Article VIII,—The question of granting the 
franchise to natives will not be decided until 
after the introduction of self-government. 

Article IX.—No special tax will be imposed 
on landed property in the Transvaal and 
Orange River Colony to defray the expenses of 
the war. 

Article X.—As soon as conditions permit, a 
commission, on which the local inhabitants will 
be represented, will be appointed in each 
district of the Transvaal and Orange River 
Colony, under the presidency of a magistrate o1 
other official, for the purpose of assisting the 
restoration of the people to their homes, 
and supplying those who, owing to war losses, 
are unable to provide themselves with food, 
shelter, and the necessary amount of seed, 
stock, implements, ete., indispensable to the 
resumption of their normal occupations. 

His Majesty's Government will place at 
the disposal of these commissions a suin of 
£3 OVO,000 sterling for the above purposes, 
and will allow #ll notes issued under Law I, 
of 1900 of the South African Repeblic, and 
all receipts given by officers in the field of 
the late Republics, or under their orders, to 
he presented to a judicial commission which 
will be appointed by the Government, and if 
such notes apd receipts are found by this 
commission to have been duly issued in 
return for valuable considerations they will 
he received by the first-named commissions 
as evidence of war suffered ly the 
persons to whom they were originally given. 

In addition to the above-nained tree prant 
of £3,000,000 steriing, His Majesty’s Govern- 
mept will be prepared to make advances on 
loan for the same purposes, free of interest 
for two years, and afterwards repayable over 
a period of years with 3 per cent. interest. 

No foreigner or rebel will be entitled to 
the benefit of this clause. 


That is the close of terms of 
surrender. There are additional 
terms, not of such interest, which deal 
with questions of the treatment of 
rebels in the Cape Colony and Natal 
during the last two years, but the | 

The Marquess of Salisbury. : 
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may be 


DS} 


general tendency of them 
expressed in the last words— 

“The Natal G vernment are of opinion 
that rebels should be dealt with according 
to the law of the colony.” 


Lory TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, I 
had no idea when I came to the House 
this evening, that my two noble friends 
who are generally associated with me 
on this Bench would be absent. I speak, 
of course, without the authority that 
they would carry, for they have filled 
again and again many high administra- 
tive offices in the State, which | cannot 
claim to have done. But still I do 
venture to ask your Lordships to allow 
me, in a single sentence, to express my 
congratulations to His Majesty’s Ministers 
and the country on having at length 
brought this long war to an end. I 
am sure that the first feeling in the 
minds of all of us is one of intense 
gratitude to the higher Power that this 
war has been brought to a close. This 
is no time to criticise the terms of peace, 
or to make any remarks upon them; 
it is the time only to express a fervent 
and, may I say, confident hope, that 
these terms will be so interpreted, and 
will be so carried out by both parties 
to them, both in South Africa and in 
this country, that a lasting pacification 


of South Africa may ensue, and _ that 
we may have among the most loyal 
subjects of the Crown those very 


opponents with whom we have been 
struggling for the past three years. I 
fervently bope that all remembrances 
of an unpleasant character in this war 
will pass away, and that the only re- 
membraneces that will remain in the 
minds of those who have taken part 
in the war will be remembrances of the 
good deeds and the valour which the 
trial of war has brought out on either 
side. I| think that, if we secure 
this result, we may look forward to a 
future that must necessarily be full of 
anxiety with some confidence and con- 
tent. 


THE Eart or ROSEBERY: My Lords, 
I hope | may be allowed, in a single 
sentence, to exiress to His Majesty’ 
Government my hearty, unstinted, un- 
reserved congratulations upon the an- 
nouncement of peace which they have 
been privileged to make today, and to 
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express the hope that today may mark LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN RAIL- 


the beginning of a new epoch of peace, 
prosperity, and commercial development 
throughout South Africa and the Empire. 
House adjourned at five minutes 
before Five o'clock, till 
Tomorrow, a quarter 
Four o’clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 2nd June, 1902. 

The House met at Two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERE- 

TO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto 
have been complied with, viz. :— 

Local Government (Ireland) 

sional Orders (No. 2) Bill. 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 

(No. 3) Bill. 

Ordered, that the 
second time tomorrow. 

PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 

STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, no Standing 
Orders are applicable. viz. :— 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Order 

(No. 4) Bill. 

Ordered, that the Bill be reada second 
time tomorrow. 

BRISTOL WATER BILL [Lorps}, 
NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE CORPORA- 
TION TRAMWAYS BILL [Lorps], 
RENFREW HARBOUR BILL [Lorps], 
RHYMNEY RAILWAY BILL [Lorps], 
SOUTH-EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- 

HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS 

BILL [Lorps], 

TYNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND TRAM- 
ROADS BILL [Lorps]. 

Read a second time and committed. 

LEAMINGTON CORPORATION BILL 
[By ORDER}. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


Provi- 


Bills be read a 


past | 


WAY BILL [By ORDER] (KING’s Con- 
SENT SIGNIFIED). 

Read the third time, and passed. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (GAS) BILL, 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (GAS) BILL. 

Read the third time, and passed. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL, 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL, 


LONDON (POPLAR) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


PETITIONS. 


CANAL TRAFFIC BILL. 

Petition from Bath in favour; to lie 

upon the Table. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND 
WALES) BILL. 

Petition from Moorsholm cum Gerrick 

against ; to lie upon the Table. 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION. 

Petition from Otley, for alteration of 

Law: to lie upon the Table. 
LICENSING BILL. 

Petitions in favour; From Camborne ; 
and London ; to lie upon the Table. 

MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 

WIFE'S SISTER BILL. 

Petitions against; From Sydenham ; 
Rettord ; Bristol ; Walsall ; and Lichfield ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL. 

Petition from Ashton-under-Lyne, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table. 
VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS BILL. 

Petition from Keighley, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 

Copy presented, of Correspondence 
respecting Terms of Surrender of the 
Boer Forces in the Field |by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 

SOUTHAMPTON). 

Copy presented, of Order made by 

the County Council of the County of 


Southampton altering certain Polling 
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Districts in the Andover Parliamentary | circumstances under which Superannua- 
Division [by Act]: to lie upon the Table. | tion Allowance has" been granted in 
IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL | #¢¢°Tdance with Section 2 of the Super. 

RENTS). annuation Act, 1887, to one of the 
Assistants of the Auditor of Indian 
Accounts [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Copy presented, of Return of Judicial 
Rents fixed during the months of July 
to October, 1901 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. wir hall ; 

PTE prraney il ai TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
apaeecinanee — day on Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
‘ pe Glia |Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 

Copy pry age Special Report by 9311 and 2812 [by Command]; to lie 
the Board of Trade under Section (1) of | . 
the Electric Lighting Act, 1888—Pokes- | 
down Electric Lighting , Provisional | 
Order. | 


| 
[By Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 





upon the Table. 


OCEAN MAIL CONTRACTS. 
Return ordered, showing certain par- 
ticulars of services performed under 
EAST INDIA (INDIA OFFICE SUPER- | contract with the Home and Colonial 
ANNUATION ALLOWANCE). Governments between the Ist day of 


Copy presented, of Minute by the | July and 31st day of December, 1901, in 
Secretary of State for India, stating the the following form 








: 3 
S = 
= -s Contract 
Name of Steamship 3 Ports from and to which a time, in- Shortest 
Company Z the Mai!s were earried. o cluding voyage. 
z = stops. 
s 2 
= a 
Peninsular and Ori- | Brindisi to Bombay Days. Hours. Days. Hours, 


ental Steam Navi- | Bombay to Brindisi 
gation Company Brindisi to Hong Kong | | 
Hong Kong to Brindisi 
Brindisi to Shanghai 
Shanghai to Brindisi 
Brindisi to Adelaide 
Adelaide to Brindisi 


Orient Steam Navi- | Naples to Adelaide 
gation Company | Adelaide to Naples 
. “eo . . 
Canadian — Pacifie ; Vancouver to Hong Kong 
Railway Company | Hong Kong to Vancouver 





Southampton to Barbados 
Barbados to Plymouth 
Southampton to Jamaica 
Jamaica to Plymouth | 
Southampton to Colon 


Royal Mail Steam 
Packet Company 








Colon to Plymouth 
| 
| 
Union-Castle Mail Southampton to Cape Town 
Steamship Com- Cape Town to Southampton 
pany 
Cunard Steamship (Jueenstown to New York | 
Company New York to Queenstown | 
Oceanic Steam Navi- (Jueenstown to New York 
gation Company New York to Queenstown 
| 


—(Sir John Colomb.) 
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Questions. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS | 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. | 


Musical Copyright. 
Masor EVANS - GORDON (Tower | 
Hamlets, Stepney): To ask the President | 
of the Board of Trade whether he is | 
aware of the constant losses which are 
being suffered by music sellers and com- 
posers owing to the sale of piratical 
editions of copyright songs, and whether 
he proposes to take any steps to facilitate 
the passage of the Bill already before 
Parliament to put an end to this sale. 





(dnswer.) The Government are aware 
ot the evils referred to, and are in| 
sympathy with the provisions of Lord 
Monkswell’s Bill, which has come down 
to the House of Commons after being 
amended by the House of Lords Stand- 
ing Committee. It is impossible, as 
vet, to make any statement on the 
question of granting special facilities 
for the passage of this or any other 
measure promoted by private Members. 

(Tre USUTY. ) 


Naval Disasters—Provision for Sufferers 
apart from Greenwich Hospital Funds. 
Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 

mouth): To ask the First Lord of | 

the Treasury whether, in view of | 
the disasters connected with H.MLS. | 
“Condor” and H.M.S. “ Mars,” sarge 





ing upon the loss of H.M.S. ‘* Cobra, 
His Majesty’s Government will consider 
the pessibility of charging the pensions 
ot widows of seamen so killed upon 
public funds instead of upon the funds | 
of Greenwich Hospital, which are now | 
inadequate to meet the existing claims | 
of old seamen who are qualified to 
receive the Greenwich Old Age Pensions. | 
| 

(.cuswer.) Without making any state- | 
ment on the general policy which ought 
to be pursued in connection with the 
cases of widows and orphans of soldiers 
and sailors killed otherwise than on 
active service, the Government are now 
considering whether something cannot 
be done to alleviate the heavy pension 
charge which the of the ships 
mentioned will devolve on Greenwich 


Hospital funds. —(Zveusury.) 


loss 
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Scottish Congested Districts Board. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Lord Advocate if he will state 
whether the roads in Ross-shire, for 
which the Congested Districts Board 
made a grant of £1,500 on the 20th 
June, 1898, are yet finished; and, if 
not, will he explain the cause of the 
delay. 


Questions. 


(Ansuer.) I am informed that these 
roads, which are being constructed by 
the statutory road authority, are not 
yet completed. The Congested Districts 
Board are doing what they can to 
expedite the construction, and have in 
one case withdrawn their grant owing 
to unreasonable delay.—(Scottish Ojfice.) 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord Ad- 
vocate if he will state the entire 
amount expended by the Congested 
Districts Board in the acquisition, 
adaptation, and disposal of land 
authorised under Section 5 of The Con- 
gested Districts (Scotland) Act, 1897. 

(Adnsuer.) To answer the hon. Mem- 
ber’s Question precisely would necessitate 
a minute analysis of all the Board’s 
accounts from its foundation until now ; 
but approximately the amount expended 
on the purposes named may be taken as 
exceeding £30,000,—(Svottish Office.) 


Local Government (Scotland) Act. 
1894— Allotments. 

Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross): To ask the Lord Advo- 
cate whether he will be prepared te grant 
a Return showing the proceedings ot 
Parish Councils in regard to allotments 


| and common pasture, under Section 26 


Government (Scotland) 
Act, 1894, and the proceedings of 
County Councils in regard to representa- 
tion by Parish Councils for orders, 
under the Local Government (Scotland) 
Act, 1894, Section 26, authorising land 
to be taken on lease compulsorily for 
allotments, since the date of the last 
teturn on the 4th July last. 


(dnswer.) Ii the hon. Member will 
move for a Return, it will be granted. 
—(Scottish Office 2) 
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Cape Guardafui Lighthouse. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
any decision has yet been arrived at in 
regard to the proposed establishment 
of a lighthouse on Cape Guardafui. 


(Answer.) No decision has yet been 
arrived at.—(Foreign Office.) 


British Embassy Building at Madrid. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the First Commis- 
sioner of Works whether he will state 
what was the purchase price of the 
Embassy House in Madrid, and what 
it has since cost in repairs; and if, 
having regard to its position in the 
centre of the city and its insanitary con- 
dition with stabling in the basement, 
he will confer with the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs as to its sale 
and replacement by a house in the diplo 
matic quarter of the Castellana. 


The premises were bought 
for £12,000. Since the purchase the 
maintenance of the building and furni- 
ture, exclusive of expenditure for sani- 
tary and other special works and the 
supply of new furniture, has been about 
£5,000. At this date it is impossible to 
give the exact amount for repairs to the 
building. I propose to take an oppor- 
tunity of conferring shortly with His 
Majesty's ambassador on the question 
raised by my hon. and gallant friend. 
—(/ Mhice of I] ‘orks.) 


(Answer) 


Customs Officials—-Special Overtime 
Grant. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he can state the amount and explain the 
reason of the special grant trom the 
Treasury recently placed at the disposal 
of the Board of Customs for distribution 
amongst the Customs officials; and 
whether the Board of Customs was given 
full discretion as to its apportionment. 


(Answer.) The Treasury, in reeog 
nition of the extended hours attended 
and special services performed in con- 
nection with the coal and sugar duties 
of last year by certain of the Customs 
officers at headquarters not ordinarily 
entitled to overtime pay, sanctioned 
payment, out of savings on the Customs 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 1096 


Vote, of specific gratuities amounting in 
all to £1,185 to the officers in question. 
The Board of Customs were given no 
discretion as regards the allotment of 
the money.—(7veasury.) 


Civil Service—Abstractor Clerks. 

Mr. MACVEAGH : To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether, in view 
of the satisfaction with which the boy 
copyists have received the recent con- 
cession of service marks in competing 
for subsequent examinations, he will 
consider the advisability of making a 
similar provision for assistant clerks of 
the abstractor class. 


(Answer.) It is not intended to extend 
the system of service marks lately 
sanctioned for boy copyists to the assist- 
ant clerks of the abstractor class. The 
two cases are not similar and the reasons 
which justify the allowance in the case 
ot boys do not apply in the case of 
abstractors.—(7rersury.) 


Central Telegraph Office Stafi. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, with reference to the fact that 
the proportion of appointments above 
£160 per annum in the Central Tele 
graph Office now bear the same relation 
to the staff below that salary as during 
the period when the circular was issued 
promising a prospect of £190, whether 
he is aware that during the years 1882 
to 1892 the proportion was one appoint- 
ment above £160 to 5:5 below, and that 
the proportion at the present time is one 
appointment above £160 to 6-4 below; 
and, seeing that this difference of propor- 
tion represents nearly forty appointments 
above £160, whether he will take steps 
to readjust the proportion. 


(Ansuer.) The Postmaster General is 
not able to accept the hon. Member's 
figures. Excluding learners, the propor- 
tion of appointments in the Central 
Telegraph Office above £160 per annum 
to those below £160 was in 1892 as 1 to 
5°89, and is 1 to 56€ The 
prospects of the general body have there- 
fore been slightly improved during the 


now as 


last ten years.—(Post Ojfice.) 
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India—Khairpur State Rupee Coinage. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he is aware that 
the Vazirof the Native State of Khairpur 
recently issued an order to the effect that 
the State’s own rupee coinage is no 
longer to be accepted by the State 
lreasury in payment of either land rent, 
fines, taxes, stamps, or otherwise, with 
the result that this repudiation on the 
part of the State has caused a deprecia- 
tion of six annas per rupee, the native 
rupee, Which was formerly worth fifteen 
annas being now worth only nine annas. 
And, seeing that the burden of this 
loss falls on the native population, will he 
state whether the Government of India 
have taken. or propose to take, any 
action with a view to relieve the people 
of Khairpur of this loss. 


te 4 f« 
(Questions. {2 


(Jnswer.) Lunderstand that His High- 
ness the Mir of Khaitpur has issued an 
order to the effect stated inthe Question. 
The Government of India are inquiring 
into the circumstances, but no official 
report upon the matter has yet reached 
me.—(ndia Offire.) 


Indian Customs Tariff. 

sir JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester) : 
To ask the Seeretary of State for India 
whether, as he has intimated that the 
possible requirements of India will not 
permit of the abolition of the import 
duties imposed by the Government in 
\894. he will abolish or reduce those on 
imports from the United Kingdom, and 
increase those on imports from foreign 
countries to make up the deficieney. 


(dnswer.) The Indian Customs Tariff 
is based on the principle of uniform rates, 
without regard to the country of origin; 
and I am not prepared to order the 
Government of India to substitute for it 

system of differential 
Office.) 


rates.—(Liudia 


Rupee Coinage Statistics. 

Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India if he 
would state the average amount of 
rupees coined annually during the ten 
year: immediately preceding the closing 
of the mints, as well as the average 
‘mount coined annually during the 
same period subsequent to that event. 
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(Answer.) The average amount of 
rupees coined annually during the ten 
yearsfrom 1883—-4 te 1892—3 was 
78,070,508, or, excluding the recoinage 
of old rupees of various kinds, 73,979,927. 
The average annual coinage in the nine 
years from 1893—4 to 1901—2 was 
about 31,495,610 rupees, or excluding re- 
coinage for Native States ete., 21,372,163. 
—(Ludia Office.) 


Braunton (Devonshire) Lighthouse— 
Telephonic Connection. 

Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple): To ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether he has yet received a 
reply from the Postmaster General, as to 
the advisability of counecting Braunton 
Lighthouse, in North Devon, with the 
telephone. 


(dnsuer.) Lhave received a reply irom 
the Postmaster General to the effect that 
the connection by telephone of Braunton 
Lighthouse with Braunton Post Ojitice 
seems to him prim fucie desirable, and 
that the matter will be submitted to the 
Committee on Electrical Commiunica- 
tions with Lighthouse Stations for their 
consideration. It appears, however, that 
the work cannot, in any ease. be carried 
out immediately, as the whole of the 
funds provided by the Post Office for 
extensions of coast communication during 
the current financial year have already 
been allotted.—( Bourd of Trade.) 


Cancer —Communication from Discased 
Meat. 


Str JAMESJOICEY (Durham, Chester- 


le-Street): To ask the President o: the 
Local Government Board whether his 


attention has been ealled to a recent case 
at the Leicester County Court, before his 
Honour Judge Wightman, when a =tate- 
ment was made by one of the mea‘ in- 
spectors of the Leicester Corporation 
that in cases where cancer occurred in 
an animal (presumably local) he only 
condemned the part of the animal affected 
as being unfit for human food. but 
passed the remaining part of the carcass ; 
if so, whether, considering the increase 
of cancer in the United Kingdom, he will 


make regulations, or ask the loeal 
authorities to do so, to ensure in such 
cases the condemnation of the whole 


carcasses of animals in any way affected 
by cancer. 
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(Answer.) I have seen a short news- ; 


paper report of the case referred to. I 
am advised that the course 
would appear to have been sufficient, 
and it does not seem to me that there is 
any need to ask local authorities to take 
action of the kind suggested. I have no 
power tomake regulations on the subject. 
—( Local Government Board.) 


Irish Boarded-out Children—Lady 
Inspector. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford. 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
consider the advisability of appointing 
some Roman Catholic ladies to the 
position of inspectors of boarded-out 
children in Ireland. 


( Answer.) 
only very recently been appointed. Until 
the Government has had some practical 
experience (after a reasonable interval) 
of the working of the duties of the 
officer, the question of the appointment 
of a second inspector could not be enter- 
tained.—(/rish Office.) 


Royal Irish Constabulary—Promotion. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


adopted | 


The present inspector has | 


Lieutenant of Lreland whether as the age | 


limit was extended in July 1900 from 


forty-two to forty-five years for Junior or 


P head constables, Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary, there is any reason why the 
limit for promotion of senior head 


constables to district inspectorships should 
not be extended from forty-eight to fifty 
years, especially having regard to the 
recent recommendation of the Depart- 
mental Committees that no future mem 
ber of the force should be allowed to 
retire until at least fifty years of age, and 
that the minimum age of recruits should 
be raised to twenty-one. 


(-luswer.) The question of the age 
limit for promotion of head constables to 
the rank of district inspector has received 
careful consideration. The office of 
district inspector is essentially one to be 
filled by an active man; and since he is 
required to retire at the age of sixty, it 
has been held that the limit of forty- 


Questions. 


of the service, be exceeded. The recom- 
mendation of the Committee, referred to 
at the end of the Question, was made 
with the view of lessening the existing 
pension charge. Legislation would be 
necessary -to fix the age for retirement 
at fifty for all members of the force below 
the rank of district inspector ; but, even 
if such a limit were fixed, I do not think 
it would afford sufficient ground for 
increasing as suggested the present age 
limit of senior head constables who are 
eligible for promotion to the higher rank. 
Head constables eligible for promotion 
are divided into two classes: first, those 
on the “P” list, whose age must not 
exceed forty-five. They are required to 
undergo a competitive examination, bya 
Board of Officers, in police duties, ete., 
and also a literary examination which is 
conducted by the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners. ‘The second class consists of head 
constables under forty-eight years of age. 
They merely undergo a test examination, 
and are selected for the purpose. One 
fourth of the vacancies in the rank of 
district inspector goes to each class, i, 
head constables receive half the number 
of vacancies.—(Lrish Office.) 


Soldiers and Sailors —Non-alcoholic 
Refreshment Tickets at Railway Stations. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for War. if he will state what Rail- 
way Companies have now arranged to 
supply soldiers, reservists, and sailors in 
uniform with non-alcoholic refreshments 
at railway bars at a reduced price. 


(Answer). The following is the list ot 
railway companies which have agreed to 


issue non-alcoholic refreshments _ to 
soldiers and sailors in uniform on 
presentation of refreshment tickets: 
Barry; Cambrian: Cheshire Lines 
Committee; Furness; Great Central; 
Great Eastern; Great Northern ; Great 


: Hull and Barnsley; 
Railways : Lana 
London and North 


Western ; Highland 
Isle of Wight; Irish 
shire and Yorkshire : 


Western ; London and South Western; 
London, Brighton, and South Coast: 
London, Tilbury, and Southend ; Metro 


politan ; Metropolitan District ; Midland: 
North Eastern; North London; North 
| Staffordshire; Rhondda and Swansea Bay. 


eight, fixed in the case of senior head, In view of the special circumstances 0 
constables, could not, in the best interests | | soldiers returning from South Africa, the 


| 
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companies concerned have undertaken to | 
deal liberally with those who present these | 
tickets in regard to the amount of refresh- | 
ments provided.—(War Office.) 


Army Officers’ Education and Training’ 
Committee. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, West) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War, if 
he can state when the Report of the 
Committee on the Education and Train- 
ing of )fficers of the Army, appointed as 
far back as 29th April, 1901, will be 
presented and circulated. 


(Answer.) I hope to circulate the Report 
this week.—( Wur Office.) 


Coronation Processions—Provincial 
Volunteers. 

Mr. LOWE (Birmingham, North): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War, 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
presence of Volunteers whose head 
quarters are outside London is desired in 
London to assist in maintaining order at 
the Coronation ceremonies, he will explain 
why they are expected on that occasion 
to pay their travelling expenses to and 
from London, and are only allowed a small 
amount to cover the cost of one meal. 


(Answer.) The attendance of these 
Volunteers is purely voluntary, and they 
attend simply as spectators, and the rules 
for allowances are those adopted on 
previous similar oceasions.—(//"ar Office.) 


Army Bread Contracts—Dundalk 
Contractors. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Toask the Finan- 
cial Secretary to the War Office whethes 
he will state the name of the contractor 
for the supply of bread to the garrison, 
Dundalk. 

(Answer.) The present contractors are | 
Messrs. Inglis and Company of Belfast. 
—(War Office.) 
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Road and Abingdon Street, those going 
to House of Commons stand to pass 
through New Palace Yard, and those 
going to Abbey by path between Abbey 
and St. Margaret’s ; also as to parking 
Members’ carriages in New Palace Yard, 


1902} Questions. 


‘and as to whether Members could be 


allowed to go to the Abbey from the 
House of Commons up to, say, 10 o'clock. 


(Ansuer.) The regulations made for 
the access of carriages to Westminster 
Abbey on the 26th June have now been 
published in the London Gazette, and the 
Commissioner of Police regrets that it is 
not in his power to arrange for any 
modification of the Privy Council Order, 
which directs that the doors of the Abbey 
shall be closed at 9 am. It would 
greatly complicate the traftie arrange- 
ments if Members were to be set down 
at the St. Stephen’s Porch instead of at 
Poets’ Corner; but there is no reason 
why, after setting down at Poets’ Corner, 
Members should not cross the road on 
foot to the entrance of the House of 
Commons if they wish to do so. The 
possibility of parking the carriages of 
Members of Parliament in New Palace 
Yard was considered, and the proposal 
was abandoned as impracticable. <A 
covered way will be constructed be- 
tween St. Stephen’s Porch and Poets’ 
Corner. My hon. and gallant friend 
will thus perceive that, while the Com- 
missioner of Police does not his 
way to adopt the proposals in the Ques- 
tion, he practically meets all his require- 
ments. The arrangements for persons 
going to places on the line of route on 
the 26th and 27th are not yet completed, 
but every possible arrangement will be 
made to suit the convenience of Menibers 
on both davs.—( Offic of IVorks.) 


see 


New Guinea Land Concession. 
Mr. SWLE'T MACNEILL ( Donegal. 8.) : 


To ask the Secretary of State for the 


| Colonies whether he will state what has 


Coronation Processions—Accommodation | 
for Members—Traffic Arrangements, 
CoLoneL LONG (Worcestershire, Eve- | 

sham): To ask the First Commissioner | 

of Works whether he can now inform the | 

House what arrangements he has been | 

able to make with regard to Members | 

being allowed on the 26th and 27th | 

June to drive to the public entrance of | 

the House of Commons by Grosvenor 


become of the application of Sir Somers 
Vine to the Colonial Office for a refund 
of the expenses ineurred with reference 
to his New Guinea land claim to which 
Australasia objected ; and what reply, if 
any, did the Colonial Secretary obtain 
in reply to his cablegram to the Colonies 
respecting the payment to Sir Somers 
Vine of the sum of £13,000 he de- 
manded. 
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(4nswer.) The Government of Queens- 
land informed me last year that they 
and the Government of Victoria were 
prepared to sanction payment to the 
British New Guinea Syndicate from the 
funds of the possession of a sum of 
£4,000 to cover the expenses incurred 
by them in connection with the land 
concession granted by the Government 
of British New Guinea, but objected 
by the contributory colonies. ‘The 
Government of New South Wales, how- 
ever, opposed any such payment, and as 
the consent of that Government was 
necessary, the payment fell through, and 
so far as | am aware, nothing further 
has been done in the matter. IL may 
add that the claim is not against my 
Department but against the Government 
of New Guinea and the Australian States 
which were responsible for the finances 
of the territory.—(Colontal Office.) 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
South African War—Terms of Feace. 
Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREASURY 

(Mr. A. J. ie heses E.): 

Mr Speaker, Papers have > been 

laid upon the Table, and will be in the 

hands of Members in two or three hours, 

I hope, at the latest, which will give not 

only the terms of surrender happily 

agreed upon Inst Saturday, but aiso the 
correspondence leading up to that 
auspicious event. But I think that the 

House will perhaps be anxious to hear 

the actual outcome of the negotiations, 

even betore hon. Members have an 
opportunity of reading the lapers and 
the correspondence which have led up 
to that consummation. Though the 
minis are rather long, perhaps | 
allowed to read in the first place 
the agreement as to the terms of sur- 
render of the Boer forces in the field 
approved by His Majesty’s Government ; 
and, in the second place, a document 
sup; ile mentary to the first, the character 

ol which will be unt le stood directiy | 

have 1 ad it. The following are the 

terms of agreenent, signed on Saturday 


BaLFrour, Man 
alre ady 


may be 





His Excelleney General Lord Kitchener 


and his Excellenc Lord Milner. on 
behalt of the British Government, and 


Messrs M. T. Steyn, J. Brebner, General 
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C. R. De Wet, General C. Olivier, and 
Judge J. B. M. Hertzog, acting as the 
Gavurament of the Orange Pees State, 
and Messrs. S. W. Burger, F. W. Reitz. 
Generals Lewis Botha, J. H. Delary, 


sucas. Meyer, Krogh, acting as the 
Government of the South African 
Republic, on behalf of their respective 


burghers desirous to terminate the present 
hostilities, agree on the following 
Articles :— 

1. The burgher forees in the field will forth. 
with lay down their arms, handing ever ail 
guns, rifles, and munitions of war in their 
possession or under their control, and desist 
from any further resistance to the authority of 
Hix Majesty King Edward VIUI., whom they 
recognise as them Jawful Sovereign. Tre 
manner and details of this surrender will he 
arranged between Lord Kitchener and Com- 
mandant-General Botha, Assistant Cow- 
mandant-General Delarey, and Chief Com- 
mandant De Wet. 

2. All burghers in the field out-ide the 
limits of the Transvaal or Orange Liver 
Colony and all prisoners of war at present 
outside South Africa who are burghers will, 
ou daly deelaring their ac: ‘eptance of the 
position of subjects of his M: 
Edward VIL, be radually broi 
their homes as soon as transport can he pro- 
vided and their means of sabsistenee ensured, 

3. The burghers so surrendering 
ing will not be deprived of their 
liberty or their property. 

t. No proceedings, civil or criminal, will he 
taken against any of the burghers surrende-- 
ing or so returning for any acts in connection 
with the prosecution of the war. The benetit 
of this clause will not extend to certain acts, 
contrary to usages of war, which have been 
notited by Commander in-Chief to the Boer 
Generals, and which shall he tried by Court 
martial immediately after the 
hostilities. 

The Dutch language will be taught in 
publie schools in the ‘Transvaal and Orang 
River Colony where the parents of the children 
desire it, and will be allowed in Courts of law 
when necess:ury for the hetter and more 
effectual administration of justice. 

6. The posses ion of ri ifles vill be allowel 
in the Transvaal and Orange River Colony 
to persons req! lirine them for t their protection 
on taking out a Jicence aceording to law. 

és — tary administration in the Tiansvai 
and Crange River Colony will, at the earliest 
possible inte, be suce: eded by Civil Govern- 
ment, ok as circumstances permit 
itive institutions, leading up to se I- 
vovernment, will be introduced. 

The question of granting franc 
natives will not be decided until after the 






gl ack to 


rorso retuin- 


personal 


close of 


uf 


as soon 


representi 


hi-e to the 


introuetion of self-zove nent. 
9. No special tax will be ap sed on landed 
property in ti Transvaal and Orange Riva 


Colony, to defray the expenses of the war. 

10. As soon a~ com itions permit, a Commis 
the local inhabitants will ! 
appointed in each district 


sion, on whi 
represented, will be 
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of the Transvaal and Orange River Colony, 

under the presidency of a magistrate or other 
official, for the purpose of assisting the restora- 
tion of the people to their homes, and supplying 
those who, owing to war losses, are unable to 
provide themselves with food, shelter, and the 
necessary amount of seed, stock, implements, 

ete. indixpen-able to the resumption of their 
normal occupations. 

His Majesty’s Government will place at 
the disposal of these Commissions a sum of 
£3,000,009 for the above purposes, and will 
allow «1 notes issued under Law 1 of 1900 of 
the South African Republic, and all reecipts 
given by officers in “om field of the late 
Repu blies, or under their orders, to be pre- 
seuted to a Judicial Commission, which wili 
be appointed by the Government, and if such 
notes and receipts are found by this Com- 
mission to have been duly issued in return for 
valuable considerations, they will be received 
by the first-named commissions as evidence 
ot war losses sutfere! by the persons to whom 
they were originally siven. 

In addition to the al ove-namer d free grant of 
£3,000,000, His Maje-ty’s Government will } 
prepared to make advances on loan for the 
sane purpose: free of interest for two years, 
and afterwards repavable over a period of 
years with 3 per cent. interest. No foreigner 
or rebel will be entitled to the benetit of “this 
claus. 

There are certainimportant points which 
the House will see are not dealt with in 
the document which I have read, which 
was the document signed on Saturday 
night, and on that ground and as supple- 
mentary to that it may be convenient 
that 1 should proceed to read from a 
despatch from Lord Milner to my right 
hon. friend the Colonial Secretary dated 
May 50th. The despatch reads as 
follows : 

\fter handing to Boer delegates a copy of 
draft agreement “— 
that is exactly the 
have just read— 


document which | 


“which his Majesty’s Government are prepared 
to approve, with a view of terminating the 
present hostilities, | read to them the following 
statement and gave them a copy 


“His Majesty's Government must place it 
on record that the treatment of Cape and 
Natal Colonists who have been in rebellion, 
ind who now surrender, will if they return to 
their Colonies, be determined by the Colonial 


Governments and in accordance with the laws 
of the Colonies, and any British subjects who 
hav ji ined the ener ny will be liable to trial 
Unier the law of that part of the British 
y to which they belong 

His Majesty s ¢ 


J 





Government are informed 


by the Cape Government that the following 
are their views as to the terms which should be 
gr ei to British subjects of ( ipe Cc omy 
Who are now in the ticld, or who hav 
ndered, or have been captured since April | 


I 
1th, 1901. ‘With regard to rank and tile, 
they should ali, upon surrender, after givin 


’ 
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up their arms, sign a document before the 
resident magistrate of the district in which 
the surrender takes place acknowledging 
themselves guilty of high treason, and the 
punishinent to be awarded to them, providing 
that they shall not have been guilty of murder 
or other acts contrary to the usages of civilised 
warfare, should be that they shall not be 
entitled for life to be registered as voters or to 
vote at any Parliament--(cheers)—divisional 
council, or municipal election. With reference 
to just:ces of the peace and field-cornets of 
Cape Colony, and all other persons holding 
official positions under the Government of 
Cape Colony, or who may occupy the position 
of commandant of the rebel or burgher forces, 
they shall be tried for high treason before 
the ordinary court of the country, or such 
special court as may be hereafter constituted 
by law, the punishment for their offences to be 
left to the discretion of the Court, with this 
proviso, that in no case shall penalty of death 
be inilic ste ad. r 

* The Natal Government are of opinion that 
wis Is should be dealt with according to tie 
law of the Colony.” 


Questions. 


That, Sir, is the whole cf the two 
documents, which, | think, state the 
arrangements which have been made. 
sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The right bon 
Gentleman has given the House a 
plain and businesslike narrative of we 
most recent of all-importar 
events. He | 


these 
has refrained from making 
any comment, or expressing any feeling 
on the subject, but I cannot but think 
that the House will allow a 
expression, at all events, to be given 
what I believe to be the universa 
feeling of the country. Sir, this intelli- 
gence which the right hon. Gentiema 
has, happily, been able to give us 
intelligence long looked for and long 
hoped tor—will, | feel certain, 
the most profound and universal satis- 
faction, not only at home, but within 
the whole wide bounds of the Empire 
t will bring ease an! comfort to many 
an anxious, aching heart; it will give 
rest to many who have served the King 
in all ranks, and whose energies have 
been through long months overwrought. 
It will relieve the power and the 
resources of this country of a strain 
which they have been proved to b 
well able to bear, but a strain cre 
beyond any previous example. It w Il 
put an end, let us hope, to suffering and 
and confusion, which 
during the continuance of the war. 
f South 


certa in 


) 
} 
i 


Cause 
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African dominions of the Crown. I 
believe that the harmony of feeling 
on this subject with which we greet 
this announcement is complete. We 
are all at one in our recognition of 
those who have fought for us, of the 
courage and endurance, the patience 
and discipline, which they have displayed, 
and by which they have maintained the 
traditions of the British Army. I am 
sure that I can go further, and say 
that we are unanimous in our admira- 
tion of those who up to now have been 
our enemies, and who now are our friends 
and whose military 


Questions. 


fellow-citizens, 
qualities, whose tenacity of purpose and 
self-sacrificing devotion to liberty and 
country, have won for them the respect 
of the whole world, and foremost of all 
the respect of us who have been their 
opponents. We shall also be alike in 
our hope and expectation that from 
the date of this peace there shall 
dawn a happier era, an era of con- 
eord and prosperity upon South 
Afriea. As tothe terms of settlement, 
we must await the perusal of the Papers 
before saying anything, and this would 
not be a fitting occasion in any case. 
All that we can do, I think, as Members 
of this House, is to offer our humble 
congratulations to the King and to the 
country on the thrice-blessed  establish- 
ment of peace. 


COLONEL LOCKWOOD ( Essex, 
Epping): May I ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury if he would consent to the 
adjournment of the House until the 
morning sitting to-morrow, if it will not 
dislocate business too much. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As my hon. 
friend will probably have anticipated, it 
is quite impossible to entertain the 
proposal, which | am sure in a most 
excellent spirit he has set before us. | 
do not think it would be «a very judicious 
way of celebrating the happy event 
which I have announced tothe House 


that we should suspend the carrying on | 
during the whole of the present sitting | 
may, | 


the business of the country. I 
perhaps, be allowed to say, as I know 
there 
and strong feeling upon the subject, of 
which I have given but a bald outline, 
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that there will be a legitimate oppor- 
tunity for explaining all that we think 
about the services to the country which 
have been performed by our forces in 
South Africa, and their distinguished 
general, because I shall at an early date 
move that a vote of thanks be presented 
to them by this House. 


Sir MARK STEWART (Kireud- 
brightshire): Is there any intention on 
the part of the Government to havea 
Thanksgiving Day for the termination of 
the war ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 
questions has expired. 
be given. 


The time for 
Notice should 


Postal Telegraphists at the Front. 

Sin HOWARD VINCENT (Sheftield, 
Central) had on the Paper the following 
questions: To ask the Secretary of State 
for War if the telegraphists of the Post 
Office, who were called for in the spring 
of 1900 to volunteer for South Africa, 
were enlisted into the Army in precisely 
the same way as the City Imperial 
Volunteers, the Service Companies of 
Volunteers, the Imperial Yeomanry, and 
the Volunteers of the St. John’s 
Ambulance Association ; and, if so, will 
he explain why no effort has been or is 
being made to relieve them in the same 
way as the Members of those emergency 
corps, namely, after good service, instead 
of retaining them indefinitely until the 
close of the war under the strict letter 
of the engagement they entered into. 
The hon. and gallant Member said it 
would be sufficient if he asked if when 
these men returned their claims would 
be duly considered. 


The SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): Yes, Sir, certainly. 


Wiltshire Regiment——Deaths from 
Enteric Fever. 
Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


War whether he can state the total 
number of deaths from enteric fever 
amongst the men of the Wiltshire 


Regiment at St. Helena: what hospital 
and medical staff there is available on 
'the spot to deal with the disease; und 
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what steps are being taken to prevent | 
any further spread of the epidemic. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The total number | 
of deaths from enteric fever among the 
men of the Wiltshire Regiment is nine. 
The Royal Army Medical corps staff 
now in St. Helena consists of—1 
lieutenant-colonel, 1 major, 1 quarter- 
master, 7 civil surgeons, 5 nursing 


sisters, 1 sergeant, 4 corporals, 3 lance- | 


corporals, 22 privates, 27 regimental 
orderlies attached, 21 prisoners of war 
orderlies. 
This -taff will be augmented from 
Capetown today. The epidemicis steadily 
subsiding, and the health of the troops 
is greatly improved. 


Army Remounts. 

Mere. MANSFIELD — (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he can say 
what quantity of horses were purchase: 
for Army purposes during April, and 
state the countries from which they 
were obtained. 


oe 


Mr. BRODRICK: 13,557 horses were 
purchased during April. They were 
obtained as follows : 


United Kingdom ......... ssace0 Owe 
AUIGIIN oaks: Sancaveccsissiasnccsaseaeas 763. 
United States or America 4,365. 
Austro-Hungary .. 6,391. 


Gratuities to Reserve Officers serving 
in the War. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether Reserve Officers who have 
retired from the services on receiving 
a lump sum down by way of gratuity, 
and who have served during the South 
Airican war, are allowed the full pay 
of their rank, whereis those Reserve 
Officers who have retired on receiving 
a pension instead of a lump sum, and 
who have similarly served, are not 
allowed the full pay of their rank. Can 
he state how many military and how 
many naval officers, respectively, have 
either been deprived of pay altogether 
for their services in South Africa, 
or have received diminished pay on) 
the ground that they are in receipt | 
of retired pay or pensions. I beg 
also to ask the Secretary of State 
for War, is he aware that a Com.. 
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mander in the Royal Navy, compul- 
sorily retired at the age of forty-five 


/in 1900 with a pension of £300, reduced 


subsequently by commutation to £228, 
volunteered for service in South Africa 
in January 1901, joined as a trooper, 
was advanced through successive ranks 
to captain in the Imperial Yeomanry, 
and would be entitled, as such, to pay 
of £237, 5s. per annum, but that he 
has nevertheless been refused any pay 
whatever from Army funds, on the 
ground of his enjoyment of a naval 
pension ; and, is it proposed to adhere 
in all cases to a rule which enables the 
War Office to accept the services of 
experienced officers, and at the end_ of 
their services to refuse to them any 
pay for those services. 


Mr. BRODRICK: It has been re- 
peatedly explained to the House that 
retired officers re-employed cannot, 
under the Regulations, claim both 
effective and non-effective pay, but are 
permitted to choose whichever is most 
advantageous to them. I am aware of 


the case referred to in the second 
Question. If this officer elected to 
draw his effective pay, it would be 


necessary to deduct the value of the 
commuted pension which would reduce 
his salary below the rate of his present 
pension. An exception in a particular 
case would necessitate a general change 
in the rules laid down by the Treasury. 


Two supplementary questions were 
asked by Mr. Gibson Bow Les, but 
neither the questions nor the answers 
were audible. 


Naval Ordnance Department—Vancanies : 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD (Wool- 
wich): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether any vacancies have 
occurred in the Naval Ordnance Depart- 
ment since the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty stated that Naval Warrant Officers 
were to fill such appointments; and 
whether he can state the nature of the 
appointments he proposes to offer to 
Naval Warrant Officers. 


THECIVILLORDortHe A DMIRALTY 
(Mr. PRetyMAN, Suffolk, Woodbridge) : 
The two vacancies which now exist and 
which are for Assistant Naval Store 
Officers are not of such a nature as to 
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render it possible with advantage to the 
service to fill them from the Warrant 
Officer's List, nor do these posts come 
within the scope of the Committee's 
recommendation referred to in the 
answer given by the Secretary of the 
Admiralty to a previous question. This 
recommendation was in reference to 
storeholders only. The whole question 
of the staff at the outports is now re- 
ferred to a sub-committee who are visit- 
ing the ports and no fresh appointments 
will be made until their report has been 
received. 


Coronation Naval Review — Accommo- 
dation for Members of Parliament. 

CoLoneL LONG (Worcestershire, Eve- 
sham): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether he will take 
steps to ensure that the ship allotted to 
the Members of the House of Commons 
at the Coronation Naval Review is not 
too crowded with guests having no con- 
nection with the House, and that there 
shall be an adequate supply of provisions, 
so preventing the inconvenience to 
Members which occurred at the last 
Jubilee Review. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: I am aware that 
in the case of the Jubilee Naval Review 
considerable inconvenience was experi- 
enced by hon. Members owing to the 
large number of passengers on the ship 
appropriated to the House of Commons 
and to the inadequacy of the refresh- 
ment accommodation. Every effort is 
being made to avoid the recurrence of 
any inconvenience of the kind, and to 
make adequate provision for all Members 
of the House of Commons attending the 
Review. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he is aware that ninety-six 
Members have been unsuccessful in the 
ballot for sleeping accommodation on 
board the vessel to witness the Corona- 
tion Naval Review ; and, whether, seeing 
that this number exceeds the number 
for whom provision is afforded, a second 
vessel can be provided for the accommoda- 
tion of this number. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: Two vessels have 
been provided for the accommodation of 
hon. Members who desire to witness the 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 


1112 


Coronation Review. The arrangements 
made by the Admiralty include the 
conveyance of Members to and from 
London, and their entertainment on 
board ship during the day. The 
Admiralty is not responsible for either 


ship after she has disembarked 
passengers at Southampton in the 
evening. It has, however, been found 


possible to retain one of the ships for 
the night. The company to which the 
vessel belongs has agreed to make a 
private arrangement by which the 
sleeping accommodation of the ship will 
be made available to hon. Members on 
payment. I am aware that the number 
of hon. Members desiring to sleep on 
board is larger than this ship can 
accommodate, but I am _ considering 
whether, and in what way the available 
space can be supplemented. If I find 
that more berths .can be obtained I will 
immediately communicate with hon. 
Members, but I should like to make it 
quite clear that the provision of sleeping 
accommodation is outside the responsi- 
bility of the Admiralty, and also that 
the two ships which have been retained 
are amply sufficient for the accommoda- 
tion during the day. 


Sara Ghat Ferry. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India if he will 
state to what local authority an applica- 
tion should be addressed in regard to the 
need of superseding by steamers of 
modern type the present fifty year old 
steamers in use at Sara Ghat Ferry. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. HamiILton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The Ferry in question is 
worked in connection with the Eastern 
Bengal Railway, and complaints should 
be addressed to the administration of 
that railway. 


Mr. WEIR: Are these steamers leased 
by the Eastern Bengal Railway ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: They are 


worked in connection with the railway. 


| British Trade with the Colonies—Confer- 


ence with Colonial Premiers. 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
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for the Colonies whether, before discussing 
the commercial relations of the Empire 
with the representatives of the self- 
governing Colonies when they are here 
for the Coronation, he will afford the 
House an opportunity of considering the 


attitude that should be adopted by the 


mother country in respect to any pro- 
posals that may be made for establishing 
a system of mutual trade preference 
within the Empire. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I do not think that 
there would be any advantage in such a 
preliminary discussion until definite 
proposals upon which the Colonies are 
generally agreed are before His Majesty's 
Government. 


Lake Chad Expedition. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he will state 
what information he has about the ex- 
pedition to Lake Chad under Colonel 
Morland, and whether it is intended to 
establish a residency in Bornu. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 
Morland reached Gujba, in Bornu, 
on the 11th of March, and I have 
learnt by telegraph that he has now 
returned to Jobba. He was instructed to 
leave a resident in Bornu, and has no 
doubt done so, but the full report 
of the proceedings has not yet been 
received. 


Colonel 


British Columbia ons Asiatic Immigra- 
ion. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary for the 
Colonies whether the Government of the 
Dominion of Canada has disallowed 
certain Acts of the Legislature of British 
Columbia restricting the immigration and 
employment of Asiatics; and, if so, 
whether this action is sanctioned by the 
Imperial Government. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Governor General of Canada has, on the 
advice of his Ministers, disallowed certain 
Acts of the Legislature of British 


Columbia which imposed serious dis-| 
abilities on Japanese and other friendly | 
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Egypt's International Status. 

* Mr. JAMES O’KELLY: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he will state 
what is the present international status 
of Egypt, whether it is a protected State 
in the British Empire or a province of 
the Turkish Empire; and whether His 
Majesty’s Government intend to carry 
out the promise given to evacuate the 
country. 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): Egypt is a tributary 
State of the Turkish Empire, in British 
military occupation. 


German Action in the Congo Free State. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I _ beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether, having 
regard to the promise of inquiry made 
on 15th February, 1901, His Majesty’s 
Government are now aware that in 
September, 1900, a German force forcibly 
seized a portion of the Congo Free State, 
and turned the Belgian forces out of 
their stations there under a threat of 
war; and that the Germans thus took 
possession of the strip of territory leased 
to Great Britain by King Leopold of 
Belgium in 1894, which territory was 
abandoned by Great Britain, owing to 
the objections of the German and French 
Governments ; what grounds were or 
are alleged by the German Government 
for seizing territory which they objected 
to being occupied by Great Britain, and 
the lease of which Great Britain aban- 
doned on German representations ; has 
His Majesty’s Government made any re- 
presentations on the subject to the 
German Government, or does it propose 
to make any; and if any such repre- 
sentations have been made, will the 
correspondence be laid upon the Table of 
this House. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: The information 
we have received from the German 
Government does not include any men- 
tion of occurrences of the kind described 
in my hon. friend’s Question, but is to 


powers. His Majesty's Government have | the effect that a mixed German Congolese 


seen the decision of the Dominion Govern- | Commission has for 


ment with great satisfaction. 


some time past 
been engaged in the preliminaries 
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necessary for delimiting the boundaries 
of the respective German ana Congolese 
territories in the neighbourhood of Lake | 
Kivu. There are no Papers which could 
conveniently be laid. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The noble 
Lord says the information received does 
not include that 1 ask for. Is he aware 
that in February, 1901, he promised to 
make inquiry, and has he done so ? 


Lorpv CRANBORNE: Oh, yes, com- 


munications have passed. 


Peking-Shan-hai-Kwang Railway. 
Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I beg 


to ask the Under’ Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether, 


under the terms of the Agreement of 
29th April, the Peking-Shan-hai- 
Kwang Railway has been handed over to 
China on Ist June; and, if it has not 
been so handed over, whether its 
retention is due to disagreement among 
or refusal by the Allied Powers. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: We _ learn 
from His Majesty’s Minister at Peking 
that there has been some difference of 
opinion between his colleagues as to the 
date at which the railway might be 
handed over to China, and he is not 
yet able to give us definite information 
upon this point. 


Navigation of the Whang Poo. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he will state 
what arrangement has been come to 
with regard to the navigation of the 
Whang Poo river between Shanghai and 
the sea ; whether the channel has been 
deepened ; and what is the composition 
of the controlling authority of the 
navigation. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: The arrange- 
ments concluded between the Powers and 
China with regard to the Whang Poo 
navigation are contained in Annex 17 
to the Final Protocol of September 7th, 
1901, and will be found at pp. 270-72 of 
the Parliamentary Paper China No. 
1, 1902. His Majesty’s Minister at 


Peking reported on March 27th that the 
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Conservancy Board had been constituted 
in accordance with Article 3 of Annex 17, 
with the exception of the Chinese 
representative, who had not yet been 
appointed, and that work had therefore 
not yet commenced. 


British Art Students in Italy. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary, of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he is aware that the Italian 
Government have recently issued a regu- 
lation to the effect that all foreign artists 
who wishto study in the Italian galleries 
or museums must produce an academic 
diploma and a certificate from the Italian 
Consul in their native city or town that 
they are capable and respectable ; and 
whether, in order to prevent incon- 
venience to British art students at pre- 
sent studying in Italy, he will consider 
the expediency of making representations 
to the Italian Government on the sub 
ject, with a view to the withdrawal of 
the order. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: We _ have 
received no information on the subject, 
but inquiry will be made. 


Fatal Accidents to Parachutists. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department it he can 
state the number of fatal accidents re 
sulting from parachute performances in 
Great Britain since 1890, and how many 
of the persons killed were males and how 
many were females. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 


tHe HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcuie, Croydon): No, Sir. Fatal 


accidents resulting from parachute per 
formances, being of rare occurrence, are 
not classified separately in the Regis- 
trar General's returns. But I may say 
that during the period 1890 to 1900 the 
wider heading “Falls from Balloons” 
shows the deaths of two males and one 
female. 


Vivisection Statistics. 

Mr. BANBURY (Peckham): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he will state how 
many of the 9,596 animals experimented 
upon under certificates A and A+ E and 
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A+F have been under the personal 
observation of the inspectors; and in 
the case of animals experimented upon 
under these certificates, which have not 
been under the personal observation of | 
the inspectors, what is the guarantee, 
besides the word of the operator him- 
self, that the provisions of the certificates 
have been obeyed. 
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The following Questions also appeared 


on the Paper in the name of the same . 


hon. Member— | 


To ask the Secretary of State for the | 
Home Department whether he will | 
state at how many of the 1,176 experi- 
ments on living animals in 1901 done 
under licence alone an inspector was 
present, and what is the guarantee, 
other than the word of the operator 
himself, that the provisions of the licence 
as to anesthesia were obeyed in the 
cases where an inspector was not 
present; also at how many of the ex- 
periments done under certificate B and 
B+EE, numbering together 699, was 
an inspector present ; and, when experi- 
ments were performed under these 
certificates without the presence of an | 
inspector, what is the guarantee, besides 
the word of the operator himself, that 
the provisions of the certificates and 
licences as to anesthesia were obeyed. 


To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he will | 
state in how many experiments done 
under Certificates A, A+E, and A+F | 
pain en:ued before the main result of | 
the experiment had been attained, and | 
whois the authority that decides whether 
or not pain does ensue. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Perhaps my hon. 
friend will allow me to give one answer 
to his three Questions, as very similar 
considerations apply to all the points 
raised. Very tew of the experiments 
under the certificates indicated or under 
the licences alone have been witnessed by 
aninspector. But a very large proportion 
of the animals experimented upon have 
been seen and carefully examined by the 
Inspectors, and in no case have they found 
that an animal has been unnecessarily 
kept alive in pain. The licensee is, of 
course, responsible for carrying out the 
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conditions of his licence and certificates, 
and the additional “ guarantees”—if I 
accept that word—are that the inspectors 
can judge whether the licensee is in the 
habit of obeying the conditions by the 
number of cases which they see and in 
which they find the animals in a proper 
state and by the fact that whenever they 
tind an experiment going on the provisions 
of the law with regard to anesthesia are 
obeyed. Further “guarantees” lie in 
(1) the character of the persons to whom 
icences are granted and the eminent 
persons who recommend them, and (2) 
the fact that such experiments must be 
performed in registered places, which are 
under the control of responsible autho- 
rities, and that all applications are 
carefully scrutinised before registration 
is granted. 


Investment of Charity Funds. 

Mr. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.): 
I beg to ask the Member for the 
Tunbridge Division of Kent if the Charity 
Commissioners intend to adhere to their 
rule of compelling trustees (for the pur- 
pose of temporary investment) to purchase 
consols ; and whether the Commissioners 
will consider the advisability of permitting 
such moneys to stand on deposit in the 
Bank of England or approved Joint Stock 
banks. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY 


COMMISSIONER (Mr. GRIFFITH 
BoscaWwEN, Kent, Tunbridge): The 
Charity Commissioners have no rule 


of compelling trustees in the case of 
interim investments to purchase consols. 
In authorising such investments they are 
guided by the circumstances and require- 
ments of each case. The objections 
to the course suggested by the hon. 
Member are that the Bank of England do 
not allow interest on money deposited 
with them, and that a deposit of money 
with a Joint Stock bank might involve 
the trustees of a charity in personal 
liability for the loss of the sum deposited. 


Cornwallis Charity, Llansadwrn, 
Carmarthenshire. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to ask 
the hon. Member for the Tunbridge 
Division of Kent, as a Charity Commis- 
sioner, if his attention has been called to 
the Report of the Assistant Charity Com- 
missioner, Mr. Marchant Williams, for the 
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parish of Llansadwrn, Carmarthenshire, 
dated 8th August, 1900, which, on page 
290, states that the trustees of Cornwal- 
lis’s Charity, with the sanction of the 
Charity Commissioners, invested in 1877 
£200 on a deposit account of the Car- 
marthen Branch of the National Pro- 
vincial Bank of England at 3 per cent. 
per annum, which interest was invested 
for prizes to the children; and, seeing that, 
as stated in the Report, after a few years 
the distribution of prizes ceased and the 
capital sum disappeared, what steps have 
been taken against those responsible for 
the trust. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN: (1) 
The Charity Commissioners did not 
sanction the deposit of the £200 to which 
the Question refers. On the contrary,they 
pressed the trustees to invest it in Gov- 
ernment securities, and, for that purpose, 
to transfer it to the account of the 
Official Trustees of Charitable Funds. 
(2) The sum in question was not capital, 
but was accumulated income, which it 
was within the competence of the 
trustees to expend on the objects of the 
Charity. (5) As the sum was income, 
and not capital, and was not great in 
amount, the Commissioners did not 
think it desirable to take any steps 
for enforcing their recommendation that 
it should be invested. (4) The present 
trustees of the Charity deny the state. 
ment that the sum in question has dis- 
appeared ; and a close examination of the 
records in the office of the Commis- 
sioners indicates that it formed part of 
a sum of £400 which was, under an 
order of the Board of 27th January, 
1888, transferred from the deposit ac- 
count of the trustees to the Official 
Trustees of Charitable Funds, was in- 
vested by them in consols, and still 
remains so invested. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Will the old 


trustees be re-appointed % 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN: I must 
ask for notice of that Question. 


St. Mary Woolnoth and the Central 
London Railway Company. 

Mr. RICHARDS: I beg to ask 
the Member for Salford, as representing 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, if atten- 
tion has been called to the conduct of 
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the Central London Railway Company, 
who have blocked the main entrance of 
the parish church of St. Mary Woolnoth, 
in the City of London, and are selling 
seats at their station booking office for 
seats built upon the churchyard, and in 
front of the main entrance of the parish 
church ; and, seeing that the Central 
London Railway Company are not the 
owners or part owners of such fabric or 
churchyard, if they have paid or de- 
posited any, and, if so, what portion of 
the award against them for injuriously 
affecting the said church; and if such 
erection has been made with the know- 
ledge and assent of the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY  ECCLE- 
SIASTICAL COMMISSIONER (Mr. 
LEES KNowWLeEs, Salford, W.): The 


Ecclesiastical Commissioners have not 
been consulted as to the erection by the 
Central London Railway Company of a 
stand upon the churchyard ef St. Mary 
Woolnoth, nor do the Commissioners 
claim any authority in the matter. | 
understand that a faculty for the 
erection of a stand has been decreed by 
the Consistory Court of the Bishop of 
London, to be granted to the rector and 
churchwardens and the railway company 
jointly. The Commissioners have been 
informed that a sum of £80,000 has 
been paid into court by the railway com- 
pany in respect of the arbitrator’s award 
upon the claim made by the rector and 
churchwardens for interference with the 
church and churchyard, and so forth. 
The award, however, was _ provisional 
upon the decision of the High Court upon 
certain legal questions involved, and the 
tine for appeal against the judgment of 
the High Court which has been obtained 
has, I understand, not yet expired. 


Speed of Mail Steamers to the East. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether it has come to his knowledge 
that the mail steamers of the Orient 
Pacific and Peninsular and Oriental 
Shipping Companies only average about 
340 miles daily, while they have power 
to run 400 miles, which is the average 
specd of the American steamers on the 
Pacific ; and, seeing that the time can 
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be shortened by several days between 
England and Australia, and in view of 
the competition with German and other 
lines, will arrangements be made by the 
Post Office department to avail itself of 
the full speed of English mail steamers. 





THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- | 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E): No, Sir; it is | 
calculated that, in order to perform their 
voyages between Brindisi or Naples and 
Adelaide within the contract time; the 
packets of the Orient Pacific Line and 
the Pennsular and Oriental Steam 
Navigation Company would have to 
maintain an average speed of about 340 
miles a day, whereas, in practice, most 
of them exceed that rate and reach the | 
terminal port considerably before con- | 
tract time, the Post Office gaining the 
advantage of such earlier arrival. The 
average speed is certainly considerably 
above 340 miles per day. Even if some) 
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Secondary Schools and the Education 
Grant. 


(Juestions. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education whether 
secondary schools carried on for private 
profit are now eligible for public grants 
out of taxation as well as those secondary 
schools which are conducted so as to 


pay a substantial dividend on _ the 
capital employed. 
THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 


COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir Joun Gorst, Cambridge 
University): They are not eligible for 
public grants. 


Mr. BARTLEY: I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education on what authority 
financial grants are made by the Board 
of Education towards the education of 
pupils in secondary schools whose pupils 
are financially able to pay, and do pay, 


of the ships could be driven faster still, | substantial fees for their education. 


the contracts give the Postmaster General | 


no power to require additional speed. 


Army Recruiting from the Criminal 
Classes. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
[ beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
his attention has been drawn to certain 
remarks made by Sheriff Guthrie, of 
Glasgow, in sentencing to nine months 
imprisonment for housebreaking a 
prisoner of nineteen years of age with 
three previous convictions, the sheriff 
suggesting that the prisoner should go 
into the Army to retrieve his character ; 
whether, with the view of encouraging 
recruiting, he will point out to the 
sheriff the inadvisability of making such 
a suggestion again, more especially in a re- 
cruiting centre likeGlasgow, where young 
men of good character join the colours. 


THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GranamM Murray, Buteshire): I am 
confident the sheriff mentioned mean 
no disrespect tothe Army; and if the 
Army offers to young men who have 
gone astray a chance of retrieving their 


lives, that does not seem matter for 
regret. In any case it does not fall 


within my duty or powers to interfere 
with a sheriff's discretion in the method 
of passing sentence. 


Sir JOHN GORST: Thesums granted 


| by Parliament are administered by the 


Board of Education in accordance with 
regulations annually laid before Par- 
‘liament. Such grants are made to 
| schools which, from their character and 
| financial position, are eligible to receive 


‘aid from public funds, and not to 


| individual scholars. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Machinery for Transfer of Board Schools 


| to the County Education Authority. 


| Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
| Boroughs): I beg to ask the Vice- 
| President of the Committee of Council 
'on Education whether any, and if so, 
| what, machinery is provided for ad- 
| ministering the schools taken over by 
‘the County Education Authority from 
'the School Boards between the date of 
\the adoption of the Education Act by 

the County Council and the enactment 
| of the Scheme which is to provide for 
| the future administration of such schools. 


£} 


| Sir JOHN GORST: The machinery 
lis to be found in Clause 20, sub-Section 
| 2. of the Bill. 

| Irish Labourers’ Acts—-Granard Cottages. 
| Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): On behalf of the Right hon. 
|Member for South Antrim, I beg 
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to ask the Chief Secretary 


(Questions. 
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to the|increasing the rents on their tenants; 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his | 


attention has been called to the fact that 


a member of the Granard Rural District | ca elore ; 
ejectments ; and whether, in view of the 


Council has taken possession of a cottage 
erected under the Labourers (Ireland) 
Acts; whether this person is entitled to 
such occupation ; and, if not, whether 
the attention of the Local Government 
Board will be drawn to the matter. 


Tue CHIEF;SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): My 
right hon. friend has sent me a news- 
paper report, from which it appears that 
the fact is as stated. A district coun- 
cillor may be a tenant of a cottage if he 
is an agricultural labourer. Whether 
the councillor in the present case is 
eligible from this point of view, I cannot 
say. The matter is one which concerns 
the Council, and the Local Government 
Board has no power to intervene. No 
legal disqualification for the office of 


councillor attaches to a person by reason | 


of his being the tenant of a labourer’s 
cottage. 


Greencastle (Antrim) Drainage. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the atten- 
tion of the Local Government Board in 
Ireland has been called to the drainage 
of Greencastle, County Antrim; whether 
the joint scheme of the Belfast Corpora- 


tion and the Local Urban Council has! 


been sanctioned ; and, if so, what is the 
reason for the delay in putting the 
scheme in force. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Local Govern-. 
ment Board has not sanctioned any such , 


joint scheme of drainage. ‘The Corpora- 
tion and the Rural District Council 
entered into negotiations on the subject. 
These, however, have been suspended, 
as the Council considers that the area 
proposed to be drained by the Corpora- 
tion is not sufficiently large. 


Tenement Rents in Dublin. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether his attention has been called to 
the practice carried on in Dublin of 
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Questions. 


whether he has read the observations of 
the Recorder of that city in deciding 
cases recently brought before him for 


hardship inflicted on poor tenants, he 
will consider the advisability of intro- 
ducing legislation to deal with this 
matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
has sent me a newspaper report of the 
Recorder’s observations in the cases 
referred to. I cannot hold out any hope 
of being able to introduce legislation in 
the matter. 


United Irish League—Police and the 
Shandrum Branch. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, N.): | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


| Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 


constabulary authorities are aware of 
the action of constables from Milford, 
County Cork, in placing a watch upon 
the meetings of the Shandrum branch 
of the United Irish League; is he aware 
that at the last monthly meeting of the 
branch on 25th May two policemen were 
stationed in the front of the league. 
room, although they had not visited the 
village on Sunday during the past 
month; and, if so, can he explain what 
is the reason for his watching of the 
meetings of this association. 


Mr. WXYNDHAM: The police do not 
watch the proceedings of this branch. 
They visited the village on Sunday the 
25th May, and on all previous Sundays 
for some months past when the branch 
did not meet, for the purpose of super- 
vising the public houses in the village 
and preventing a breach of the licensing 
Acts. 


Sligo Crown Solicitor. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been directed to the fact 


‘that Mr. Fenton, Crown Solicitor for 


tenement holders of houses systematically 


Sligo, who has caused a summons to be 
issued for conspiracy under the Criminal 
Law and Procedure Act, 1887, against 
the hon. Member for North Leitrim, to 
be tried before two resident magistrates 
on 6th June, is the same Mr. Fenton who 
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issued a writ against this hon. Member 
for an alleged conspiracy to injure him, 
in which the venue is laid in Belfast for 
the July Assizes; whether the Govern- 
ment will call on Mr. Fenton to explain 
why, instead of bringing a civil action 
for conspiracy against the hon. Member, 
he has failed to take penal proceedings 
against him before the local resident 
magistrates ; whether he is aware that 
Mr. Fenton procured a writ of atta*h- 
ment to be issued against the hon. 
Member last year in a civil proceeding ; 
that Mr. Fentou was also employed by 
the Crown to collect evidence and other- 
wise on the occasion of the recent prose- 
cution of the hon. Gentleman in Dublin; 
and that Mr, Fenton when a candidate 
for Sligo Corporation was defeated by 
the hon. Member; can the communica- 
tions made by Mr. Fenton to Dublin 
Castle, advising the present prosecution 
of the hon. Member, or those from 
Dublin Castle to Mr. Fenton on the same 
subject, be laid upon the Table; and 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
hon. Member is the third defendant from 
County Sligo in civil proceedings against 
whom Mr. Fenton has claimed damages 
before a Belfast jury within the past 
twelve months, the Government will 
consider the desirability of transferring 
him from Sligo to Belfast with a view to 
prevent his civil and criminal engage- 
ments from clashing. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Fenton, in 
his capacity of Crown Solicitor for the 
County of Sligo, appeared in the ordinary 
course of his duty as solicitor to instruct 
counsel in the prosecutions under the 
Crimes Act directed by the Government 
on the advice of the law officers. Mr. 
Fenton also assisted, as he was bound to 
do, in the prosecution of the hon. 
Member for North Leitrim, referred to 
in the second paragraph. All the other 
proceedings mentioned in the question 
are proceedings taken by Mr. Fenton in 
Vindication of his civil rights as an 
ordinary Member of the community. 
The Government are not in any way 
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responsible for these proceedings, and see | 


nothing in them inconsistent with his 
Position as Crown Solicitor. Mr. Fenton 
will not be called upon by the (iovern- 
ment for any explanation as to the form 
of the proceedings he has taken on his 
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own behalf. There is no power to trans” 
fer him to Belfast, and even if the power 
existed the Government would not 
transfer such an efficient public officer 
from the scene of his useful labours. 


Under Sheriffs (Ireland) Bill. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if the 
Government will afford facilities for the 
passage of the Under Sheriffs (Ireland) 
Bill during the present session, seeing 
that the measure has received the 
support of most of the mercantile bodies 
in Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I will consider 
this measure, but at this period of the 
session I doubt whether legislation can 
be profitably assisted unless it be of a 
wholly non-controversial character. 


Education Bill—Imperial Aid. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether it is contemplated 
by the Government that any portion of 
the cost of the Education Bill shall be 
borne by the Exchequer instead of wholly 
by rates levied by the local authority. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not in a 
position at the present time to make 
any statement on this point. 


Small Boroughs’ Liability. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if he will 
state what will be the effect of the 
Education Bill on an educational endow- 
ment in a borough of less than 10,000 
inhabitants which is sufficient, with the 
Government grants, to maintain the 
elementary schools; and whether a 
borough with such an endowment will 
be liable to be rated for the expense of 
the new local education authority. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Under the 
Bill a borough such as that mentioned 
by the hon. Gentleman would un- 
doubtedly be liab'e to the county rate 
Some proposal will have to be made 
to meet the very difficulty which he 
suggests. 








1127 Questions. 
“Mr. LAMBERT: 


Government proposals _ be 
forward ? 


When will the 
brought 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope in 
ample time for their consideration before 
they come up for discussion, 


Denominational Colleges and the Educa- 
tion Grant. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District): 1 beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, before a 
renewal of the Treasury Minute regulat- 
ing the distribution of the Parliamentary 
grant to universities and colleges in Great 
Britain, an opportunity will be afforded 
for considering whether any strictly 
denominational college should participate 
in such grant; and whether the vote 
for such colleges can be taken at a time 
when the subject can be discussed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As far as I 
am aware, there are no universities or 
colleges coming within the description 
mentioned in the Question. 


Voluntary School Grant. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): 1 beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether the grant of 
tive shillings per child payable to the 


voluntary schools in England and Wales | 


under the Voluntary Schools Act, 1897, 
and amounting for the year 1900-190] 
to £622,223, will be continued in the 
event of the Education Bill of this session 
becoming law. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Contributions 
by the Treasury towards voluntary 
schools will undoubtedly have to be con- 
tinued to the local authority. In other 
words, the local authority will un- 
doubtedly get, in those cases where the 
Act is adopted, the money which now 
goes to voluntary schools, but the actual 
provisions under which this is done have 
yet to be placed on the Paper, and | 
should be sorry that we should be led 
into a premature discussion with regard 
to them. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: Will the 
local authority have a free hand as to the 
distribution of these funds ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps the 
hon. Gentleman will reserve the Question 
until he sees the proposal. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in view of the differences of 
opinion which exist with reference to the 
provisions of the Education Bill dealing 
with elementary education, he will con- 
sider the desirability of proceeding this 
session only with Part I. and Part II. of 
the Bill, which relate to higher educa- 
tion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. It is 
impossible for me to accept the suggestion 
which the hon. Gentleman throws out. 


Army Medical Vote. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he will state when he 
intends to take the Medical Vote on the 
Army Estimates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, I 
cannot make any statement about that. 


Adjournment of the House for the 
Coronation. 


Sir JOHN LENG: I beg to ask the 


| First Lord of the Treasury if he can 


state when the House will adjourn for 
the Coronation proceedings, and when 
its sittings will be resumed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I shall in due 
course inform the House of the course | 
shall advise them to adopt with regard 
to a holiday at the time of the Corona- 
tion; but I think any such anouncement 
or suggestion on my part would be 
premature at the present moment. 


London Elections Bill. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE Gloucester 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
the London Elections Bill deals with the 
re-arrangement of areas for Parliamentary 
elections, with which it has not hitherto 
been customary to deal except at the 
time of and in connection with a general 
redistribution of Parliamentary seats, 
and whether he was informed by the 
Local Government Board of the intention 
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so to deal with Parliamentary areas | 


before the Bill was introduced under 
the new Rule, all question or division 
on the matter being thus precluded. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
Bill to which the right hon. Baronet 
refers hardly comes under the description 
ofaredistribution Bill. As I understand, 
it was pressed on my right hon. friend 
the President of the Local Government 
Board by both Parties, and has no politica] 
significance whatever. Under those 
circumstances I hope it will pass through 
the [louse without difficulty. 


LICENSING BILL. > 

Reported from the Standing Committee 
on Trade, ete., with Amendments. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 197.] 

Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Committee to be printed. [No. 197.] 

Bill, as amended (in the Standing 
Committee), to be taken into considera- 


tion Tomorrow, and to be printed. [Bill 
226. 


COMMITTEE ON STEAMSHIP 
SUBSLDIES. 

(3.0.) Motion made and Question pro 
posed, ‘‘ That Sir Charles Cayzer, Mr. 
Evelyn Cecil, Mr. Cust, Colonel Denny, 
Mr. Duke, Mr. Joyce, Mr. W. F. Lawrence, 
Mr. Norman, Mr. Nussey, Mr. Price, Mr. 
William Redmond, Colonel Ropner, Sir 
Edward Sassoon, Mr. Alfred Thomas, and 
Sir Edgar Vincent, be members of the 
Committee; that the evidence taken 
before the Select Committee on Steam- 
ship Subsidies in the last Session of 
Parliament be referred to the Select 
Committee; that the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records; that five be the quorum.”— 
(Sir William Walrond.) 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) 
said that Sir Charles Cayzer and two other 
Gentlemen proposed as members of the 
Committee were connected with the 
shipping interest. He consequently 
opposed this Motion, although he would 
hot divide the House against it, because 
he did not think it proper that hon. 
Gentlemen should serve on Select Com- 
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mittees which were appointed to deal 
with subjects in which they might be 
personally interested. This Committee 
could not, he contended, be in any true 
sense of the word a judicial Committee, 
if Sir Charles Cayzer was a member of 
It. 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, that Sir Charles Cayzer, Mr. 
Evelyn Cecil, Mr. Cust, Colonel Denny, Mr. 
Duke, Mr. Joyee, Mr. W. F. Lawrence, Mr. 
Norman, Mr. Nussey, Mr. Price, Mr. 
William Redmond, Colonel Ropner, Sir 
Edward Sassoon, Mr. Alfred Thomas, 
and Sir Edgar Vincent, be members of 
the Committee. 

Ordered. That the evidence taken 
before the Select Committee on Steam- 
ship Subsidies in the last Session of 
Parliament be referred to the Select 
Committee. 

Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers and 
records, 

Ordered, That five be the quorum,.- 
(Sir William Walrond.) 

NEW BILL. 
CRUELTY TO ANIMALS BILL. 

“To amend The Cruelty to Animals 
Act, 1876,” presented by Mr. Banbury 
under Standing Order 31; supported 
by Colonel Lockwood, Mr. Paulton, and 
Mr. Swift MacNeill; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, and to be printed. 
(Bill 227.) 

EDUCATION = AND WALES) 

Order read for the House to be put 
into Committee. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said—Thereareseveral 
notices of Instructions to the Committee 
on this Bill. Those standing in the name 
of the hon. Member for South Molton, 
the hon. Member for Middlesbrough, and 
the hon. Member for East Northampton- 
shire are out of order because they pro- 
pose to empower the Committee to make 
a charge upon the Exchequer. That is a 
Motion which can only be entertained 
by the Committee if, first of all, there 
has been a resolution passed in a special 
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Money Committee, on the Motion of a 
Minister of the Crown. The Instruction 
standing in the name of the noble Lord 
the Member for Woolwich proposes to 
empower the Committee to insert a 
provision that military training should 
be obligatory in all schools supported by 
public funds. That is outside the scope of 
the Bill, which does not propose to deal 
with what I may call the curriculum of 
education. Three other Instructions 
standing in the names of the hon. Member 
for South Molton, the hon. Member for 
West Denbighshire, and the hon, Member 
for Oldham, all have for their object the 
division of the Bill into two separate 
Bills, one dealing with secondary and 
the other with elementary education. 
Such an Instruction is only in order 
either where the Bill is drawn in two 
distinct parts enabling the House to 
deal with Part I. and then with Part II. 
separately as they stand, or where the 
Bill naturally falls into two separate parts 
or subjects. That, I think, is not the 
case here. The main feature of the Bill 
is that there should be one education 
authority dealing both with primary 
and secondary educstion, and that is 
carried out by a Bill which includes 
a part dealing only with secondary 
education and another part dealing only 
with primary education, but also con- 
tains many clauses common to both. 
Therefore, it would be necessary to 
re-draft the proposal in order to make of 
it two separate measures. I think this 


is not one of those cases in which an ! 


Instruction to the Committee so to 
divide the Bill into two would be in 
order. The onlyother Instruction isin the 
name of the hon. Member for the Leigh 
Division. He proposes that the Com- 
mittee may have power to constitute 
the education authority in such a 
manner that women and clerks in holy 
orders shall be capable of being elected 
to it. It will be quite in order for the 
hon. Member to move Amendments for 
the purpose of constituting in a different 
manner the authority proposed in the 
Bill, and to propose that women and 
clerks in holy orders may be members 
of that authority. And as that can be 
done by Amendment, it is bad as an 
Instruction. In saying this, I must 
guard myself against its being supposed 


Mr. Speaker. 
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that I am suggesting that any Amend- 
ment would be in order which proposed 
that women and clerks in holy orders 
could be elected members of Town 
Councils. My ruling is that it is quite 
possible for the hon. Member to alter 
the authority by Amendment in such a 
way that it would be capable of including 
women and clerks in holy orders, and 
therefore an Instruction is_out of order. 
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sill considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowtner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Clause 1: 


*(3.8.) Mr. CHANNING (Northampton- 

shire, E.) moved to postpone Clause 1. 
If the Bill was a simple straightforward 
measure, the principle of which was in 
the first Clause and every part coherent 
and logically bound together, this 
umendment might be unreasonable. 
But this Bill was, an abnormal Bill, 
and its nature was not disclosed in the 
first clause. The real principle and 
the motive power’ the mainspring of 
the Bill, lay in the adoption of the 
Bishops’ Scheme for subsidising the 
voluntary schools, which was confused 
with many good educational proposals 
from all sides of the House--the whole 
being an incoherent, illogical, and un- 
workable mutually destructive set of 
proposals. 


THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is now making a Second Reading speech. 
The hon. Member must confine himself 
to his reasons for postponing the first 
clause. 


*Mr. CHANNING said that if the 
Chairman had listened to him 
another moment he would have seen 
that his contention was that the inter- 
pretation of the first clause must depend 
upon what decisions the Committee would 
arrive at on numerous issues raised by 
subsequent clauses of the Bill. His point 
was that the principle of the Bill was the 
subsidising of voluntary schools, and that 
that was not disclosed in the first clause. 
He maintained that the Bill was incon- 
sistent, illogical, and contradictory, and 
therefore it was reasonable that the 
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Committee should have an opportunity 
of ascertaining, by discussion, the form 
that those proposals would ultimately 
take before they were asked to decide the 
constitution of the authority in whorve 
charge the proposals would be placed. 
He objected to the first clause on its 
merits, and thought the County Council 
only suitable for Secondary Education. 
But that he did not urge now. Assum- 
ing the proposal to be sound, he contended 
that the first clause contained the catch- 
word of a single authority on which 
they had had many speeches, but that 
principle was completely falsified by the 
sill. Until they saw in what form these 
heterogeneous proposals emerged from 
the Committee they could not tell how 
to deal with this clause. They could 
not even be sure that the Bill would not 
be in contradiction of the objects set out 
in the notice of the Bill. He claimed 
the right to show by one or two illustra- 
tions why the arguments he was using 
would justify the postponement of the 
clause. There was the question of 
whether they were to deal adequately 
with secondary education or only to deal 
with primary education by strengthen- 
ing the voluntary schools. With re- 
gard to elementary education, it was 
conceivable that that might be excluded 
iromthe Bill. That would remove some 
objections, and if they could make this a 
good secondary education Billthey would 
then have no difficulty in accepting the 
sill on the Opposition side. If elernentary 
education was retained in the Bill, the 
conditions under which they would 
consent to this clause would be materi- 
ally altered. Everyone acquainted with 
local rating and local government would 
at once see why this clause should be 
postponed. Many hon. Members were 
not as yet even aware that there was 
not one uniform basis of rates for educa- 
tion under the Bill throughout the 
country. Whether or not they voted 
against this clause depended largely 
upon the question whether the Govern- 
ment would accept the principle of a 
uniform basis for the new education 
rates. Until they knew that the rating 
disabilities of urban districts under the 
Bill as it stood would be removed 
they would be unable to consider the 
clause in its present form. It was often 
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assumed that the Second Reading 
bound you to assent to the principle, but 
in this case it is a principle which the 
Bill forthwith sets aside in every detail, 
and this clause cannot be dealt with 
without considering the rest of the 
Bill. The principles of drafting had 
considerably altered, and the practice 
of selecting one clause and putting 
it forward first as the backbone of 
the Bill was reasonable and proper in 
the case of a measure which was simple 
and not destructive of the principle of 
the Bill. Until they knew the result of 
the discussion on many. vf those com- 
plicated and difficult issues on .which 
there was a large divergence of opinion 
among hon. Members opposite as well 
as on the Opposition side, he declined to 
believe that all those matters would be 
settled on mere arbitrary party lines or 
by the party Whips, and he thought they 
would be considered rationally by friends 
of education in every part of the House. 
For those reasons he begged to move his 
Amendment. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed 
“That Clause 1 be postponed.”—(J/r. 
Channing.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Amend- 
ment proposed by the hon. Member is 
simply «a drafting Amendment. He 
bases his suggestion upon the opinion 
that the really essential part of the Bill 
is that part which gives assistance to 
voluntary schools. The hon. Gentleman 
has no grounds for that statement. He 
also asks why the backbone of the Bill 
should be placed in the front. I think 
it is good drafting to place the principle 
on which the Bill depends in the early 
part of the measure, and undoubtedly 
this practice is desirable where it can be 
earried out. There is nothing new in 
this course. The mere fact that we have 
not brought forward a Bill which em- 
braces the whole scope of secondary and 
primary education is not sufficient reason 
to alter the order which the House 
showed no disposition to disapprove of 
last year, and which is for the general 
convenience. 


(3.20.) Str WILLIAM HARCOURT 
(Monmouthshire, W.): The right hon. 


Gentleman has said that the cardinal 








Education 


1135 


principle of this Bill is the establishment 
of asingle education authority, but there 
is no statement to that effect in the Bill. 
On the contrary, the Bill refers 
to “the local education authorities.” 
There is no statement that there is a 
single education authority in this Bill. 
Therefore the whole argument is totally 
false. When you look at the Bill itself, 
it is perfectly obvious that it does not 
even contemplate a single authority, 
because it leaves it optional whether 
voluntary education is to be in the Bill 
at all. It is quite plain that the whole 
of the voluntary schools are outside this 
Bill. Therefore the statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman is one absolutely 
inconsistent with the whole framework 
of the Bill. On the contrary, when the 
Bill is examined, it will be found that 
there is not one single authority, but 
there are three authorities. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
Gentleman is misrepresenting me. I was 
dealing only with a drafting matter in 
regard to the postponement, and I was 
not going into the principle. 


Sr WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
question is whether there is to be a 
single education authority. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: That is not the 
point we are considering at the present 
moment. The question is whether we 
are to consider this clause first or last. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: If it 
is merely a matter of postponement, that 
is quite a secondary question. I would 
submit that what my hon. friendhas stated 
is correct, that we cannot form an opinion 
of what ought to be the local education 
authority until we know what thatauthor- 
ity will have todo. This clause proposes 
to make the Council of every county 
and of every county borough the local 
education authority, but it depends 
upon what they will have to do whether 
we shall consider them the best authorities 
or not. Therefore we really cannot deal 
with Clause 1, without discussing what 
these Councils which are made the local 
authorities shall have power todo. This 
Bill professes to establish a single educa- 
tion authority, and to vest that authority 
in the Councils of the boroughs and the 


Sir IVilliam Harcourt. 
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counties. That being so, we must con- 
sider whether in the framework of 


this Bill the authority which is taken 
is to be endowed by the Bill with such 
powers as will enable it to conduct the 
education of the country efficiently. 
This makes it a vital question, and it 
is upon this clause that we must 
raise the question of what County 
Councils and Borough Councils are to 
do under this Bill. This question may 
be raised now upon the Motion to 


postpone the clause until we have 
examined the powers to be given 
to the local education authorities, 
or it may be raised upon the 


clause itself. It is a vital question, as 
the right hon. Gentleman very truly said, 
and that is why it is put forward in the 
first clause of the Bill. It is, therefore, 
upon the first clause that we must 
discuss what are the powers which are 
to give vitality to the Councils, and we 
must see what are to be the powers 
given to the Councils. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The proper time 
to discuss the matters which the right 
hon. Gentleman has indicated is when | 
put the Question that this clause stand 
part of the Bill. That is the time 
when all the points connected with this 
clause which the right hon. Gentleman 
has referred to can be raised, if the 
Amendments to the Clause do not 
sufficiently raise them. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said as he under- 
stood the Government were going to 
change the financial portion of this Bill 
very largely; that had already been stated, 
and he believed that they would have to 
change it to a far larger extent than 
they anticipated. It was impossible to 
discuss this clause until the Committee 
was aware What those financial changes 
were, and the proposal, as he understood 
it, was to postpone the discussion until 
they were in possession of that informa- 
tion. He supported the Amendment. 


(3.33) Dk. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, 
N.) supported the Amendment. _ He be- 
lieved that if the Government had a little 
further time to consider the matter 
they would see good reason for post- 
poning the discussion of the first clause. 
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In the Government proposal of 1896 
all this matter was left to the localities. 
So far as he was concerned, he thought 
the County Boroughs ought to have the 
right to continue the excellent Com- 
mittees which they elected ad hoc; 
and he hoped the Government would 
see the wisdom of reverting again to 
the policy of 1896, with regard to 
County Boroughs. Then with regard 
to autonomy for small boroughs, 
he was convinced that if he was given 
a little time the First Lord would see 
the utter absurdity of giving to a small 
municipality of 10,000 persons that which 
he would refuse to an urban district of 
20,000. The right hon. Gentleman 
would, he was certain, see the necessity 
of adopting the same policy with regard 
to both classes of boroughs. It was in 
this regard that the Act of 1896 broke 
down. Under the Act there were 220 
local authorities. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is taking an opportunity here of making 
a general attack on the first clause. He 
is not entitled to do that now; he must 
wait until the clause is under discussion. 


Dr. MACNAMARA disclaimed any 
suchintention. ll he desired tosay was 
that as there had been a change in the 
mind of the Government in June, 1896, 
between six o'clock and ten o'clock, 
perhaps if a little more time were given 
now they might change their minds on 
this occasion. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) said that the Government would 
recognise at the outset that every line of 
this Bill raised a diverging line of dis- 
cussion in all parts of the country. One 
of the main reasons for his desiring the 
postponement of this clause was, because 
of the presentstate of the permissive clause 
A great deal would depend upon what 
attitude the Government took upon that 
matter. In the majority of cases the 
Municipal Councils would not elect to 
advance the elementary education of the 
country, and then would arise the ques- 
tion as to what the proper constitution 
of the Authority should be. That itself 
seemed to be a reasonable ground for 
asking the Government to make a state- 
ment upon this point. 
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*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) said 


the course now suggested by the Govern- 
ment was identically the same as that 
which was adopted by the Liberal 
Government in 1894, when the right 
hon. Member for East Wolverhampton 
brought in his Bill for the reform of 
local and provincial self-government. 
The Government were only asking the 
Opposition to adopt the course then 
adopted. It was a reasonable, request, 
and he hoped the House would assent to 
it without further debate. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said the hon.  Gentle- 
man who had just sat down seemed to 
think that because a wrong practice was 
adopted in 1894 the right thing to do 
was to adopt it in this case. In 1894 it 
was a question of Parish Councils, and the 
Government then put the controversial 
part of the scheme in the forefront ; the 
House of Commons was then proposing to 
elaborate and build upon a foundation 
which had been started. That was just the 
reason whythe Government should review 
their position with regard to this matter. 
Many of those interested in education 
would like to get rid of the controversial 
portions of this measure so that they 
might approach the question of the Local 
Education Authorities with a perfectly 
open mind. The right hon. Gentleman 
must be perfectly well aware that at the 
present moment they could not approach 
that question with an unprejudiced mind. 
He did not think it desirable, from the 
point of view of the authorities, to split 
up the country into urban districts. 
In Glamorganshire there were eighteen 
Local Education Authorities. Under 
this Bill the County Council of 
Glamorgan would jump over one 
district to get into the next. He 
believed these things were obnoxious to 
those who had no opinion at all from 
the denominational point of view, but 
who were simply thinking of the way 
in which this machinery was going to 
work. He implored the right hon. 
Gentleman to allow the House to get 
rid of that part of the Bill which was 
controversial, and settle that, and then 
they would come with a less prejudiced 
mind to the other details of educational 
methods. There was the question of 
whether the cost of the schools was to be 
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met by a grant, or whether it was to 
be thrown upon the rates, which was a 
vital question in considering the 
authorities. The reason the Urban 
Councils were thrown in with the Bill as 
authorities, was obviously to make the 
rating problem more easy. These things 
had been thrown in purely and simply 
from the rating point of view. The 
rate was a dominant element in consider- 
ing this problem. It would be far better 
to get rid of all these controversial 
points, and for the House to discuss the 
matter in a more businesslike way. He 
appealed to the right hon. Gentleman as 
a “One Authority” man. There were 


men 
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could discuss the question as a clean 
issue from the point of view of the 
“One Authority ” which the right hon. 
Gentlemen desired, if the consideration of 
this clause was postponed. 


Mr. MARTIN (Worcester, Droit- 
wich) asked whether the whole of 
the Amendments to Clause 1 would have 
to be disposed of before the clause, as it 
stood, could be considered. 


(3.43.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 122; 
Noes, 288. (Division List, No. 189.) 





many “One Authority’ who 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P.(Glouc., Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Banes, Major George Edwaril 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. b. 
Black, Alexander William 
Broadhurst, Henry 

srown, George M. (Edinburg! 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 

‘aine, William Sproston 
‘aldwell, James 

‘ameron, Robert 
‘ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H, 
‘auston, Richard Knight. 
‘awley, Frederick 

Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, SirFrancisH ( Maidstone 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


~ a me om 


~ 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E,) 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 


Mr. Lloyd-Creorae. 


AYES. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse,C. E. H. (Bristol, E. ) 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, David Brynmor (Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Kinloch,SirJ ohn GeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Leese, Sir Joseph F. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Artbur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, William 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Tiomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 


NOES. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Aird, Sir John 
Allsopp, Hon. George 


Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
tigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.} 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. é 
Spencer, RtHn.C.R. (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E.} 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Thomas,.J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Hali!ax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
W oodhouse, SirJ T. (Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Mr. Channing and Mr. 
Herbert Lewis. 


Ambrose, Robert 


| Anson, Sir William Reynell 
| Arkwright, John Stanhope 
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Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George ©. T. 
Bathurst, Hon, Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirMichaelHicks 
Beresford, LordCharles William 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blake, Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Bowles, T. Gibson(King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh. ) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
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Chamberlain, J. Austen(Worc. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton) 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Eugene 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Delany, William 

Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, T.R.(T’rH’mlets,S.Geo. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dillon, John 

Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Nir Edwin 


Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Faber,Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 


Ffrench, Peter 

Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
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Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. | 


Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 


Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r | 
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' Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, SirMichael(Lond. Univ. 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W 
Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Gilhooly, James 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gore, HnG. &.C. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn. S. F. Ormsby- (Linc. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirE W(B’ryS. Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
Hain, Edward 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RttHaLord¢:(Midd’x 
Hammond, John 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staffords, N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hickman, Nir Alfred 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,.J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
| Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,.J. (Midd. , Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys. Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon. SirJohn H. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. ) 
Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Lees 
Laurie, J .ieut.-General 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Leamy, Edmund 
Lee, Arthur H. (Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Giower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
| Lowther, Rt. Hon.James(Kent, 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
, Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
| Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
| Lundon, W. 
' Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
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Macartney, RtHn, W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Maconochie, A. W. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Calmont,Col. H.L. B. (Cambs 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘ Iver, SirLewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E.(Wigt'n 
Maxwell, W..JH(Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton 


' Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


Mitchell, William 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Mooney, John J. 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 


| Morton, Arthur H. A. (Deptford 


Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt HnA.Graham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal (TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N.) 


O'Malley, William 


O’Mara, James 

Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 


| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Ratclitf, R. F. 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 


' Redmond, William (Clare) 
| Reid, James (Greenock) 


Remnant, James Farquharson 


| Renshaw, Charles Bine 


Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley,S. Forde (BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
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Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rutherford, John 

Sadler,iCol. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt Hn.Col. Edw. J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 
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Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn..J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E( Taunton 
Welby, SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. ) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashtonund. Lyne 
Williams, RtHnJ.Powell-(Birm 


| Wills, Sir Frederick 

| Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E.R.) 

| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
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Wilson, J.W. (Worcestersh. N, 
Wilsou-Todd,Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart. 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
W yndham-Qnin, Major W. H. 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOgs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





*Tue CHAIRMAN : The Amendment 
on the Paper in the name of the hon. | 


Member for Saffron Walden is not in| 
order. The Amendment standing in| 


the name of the hon. Member for East 

Northamptonshire, which he proposes to | 
insert at the beginning of the clause, is | 
not in order, because it constitutes an | 
alternative to the first clause. The 

proper course is to get rid of the first 

clause, and then it will be in order. 


Mr. CHANNING: Can the first 
Amendment be considered by itself or 
treated as an Amendment ? 


*Tne CHAIRMAN: The proper way 
to raise the question is the form in 
which the hon. Member for South 
Molton raises it. 


(4.6.) Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, 
South Molton) said his Amendment pro- 
posed to confine the Bill to education other 
than elementary. It was quite enough 


for the Government to deal with 
secondary education in this Bill. The 
clauses were so vague that definite 


instructions would have to be given to 
the local authorities in order that they | 
should know what they had to do. The 
Government had no mandate whatever | 
for throwing the whole of our educa-| 
tional arrangements into the melting | 
pot. Two Royal Commissions had | 
reported on this question, and neither of | 
them recommended that elementary 
education should be dealt with in the 
way suggested in this Bill. No large, 
representative body had recommended 
that elementary education should be 
placed under the control of a Committee 


of the County Council, and the only 
body which had recommended that 
elementary education should be dealt 
with in this Bill was Convoeation. He 
did not think the Government could 
accept Convocation as a representative 
body. The County Councils had the 
whiskey money to deal with, and because 
they spent that money and committed 
a good many blunders the right hon. 
Gentleman now thought it was wise to 
put elementary education in their hands, 
although his proposal destroyed bodies of 
great experience which had had thirty 
years experience in administering educa- 
tion. He did not see how this Bill 
would work, or how the local education 
authority could really carry out its 
functions in large counties. 

lf this Amendment was rejected and 
elementary education was brought in, 
voluntary schools would be managed 
practically as they were now. In the 
boroughs the managers of voluntary 
schools would be on the spot and would 
have a local and direct interest in the 
management of the schools; but in the 
rural parish the School Board which had 
often been found to be a very efficient 
authority would be abolished. How was 
the local educational authority to carry 
out the duty of administering the 
Education Act? He presumed that this 
duty would devolve upon Parish Councils, 
but they would have no direct rating 
authority, and they could only advise 
the County Council upon questions 
which the Parish Council itself would 
not have to pay for, and would have 10 
responsibility for its advice. If the local 
education authority did not adopt the 
Parish Council as the authority, they 
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would have to adopt a system of in- 
spection. and there would be nothing 
more unpopular in a country district 
than the appointment of inspectors and 
officials for carrying out this Aet. 
Suppose the local authority required 
some repairs to be done, it could not 
order them to be done without submitting 
an estimate to the County Council. He 
was strongly of opinion that they would 
have red tapeisin intensified under 
this Bill. Local responsibility would be 
destroyed, and there would be no efficiency 
or economy in education under the pro- 
posals contained in this measure, and 
this view .was borne out by the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury. Before the right 
hon. Gentleman dealt with elementary 
education he would advise him to create 
an authority to take the place of the 
local School Board. It was very easy 
to destroy, but not quite so easy to 
create. This Bill was drafted in such a 
vague manner that the local authority 
would be left to muddle through. The 


Technical Education Committees at 
present were doing admirable work 


on the County Councils, but they had 
quite enough to do now, and this Bill 
would add enormously to their labours. 
It was absolutely impossible for the 
County Council to deal adequately with 
education in such a large county as 
Devonshire, and bring in to the work 
that local interest and knowledge 
which was so essential in order to deal 
successfully with elementary education. 
lf this Amendment were accepted the 
local education authority would have to 
deal with all the higher grade schools 
which were ruled out by the Cockerton 
judgment, the training of teachers, and 
training colleges, and surely that was 
sufficient for an experiment. This clause 
would absolutely destroy the efticiency 
of those schools. The Vice-President of 
the Council said that what was unsatis- 
factory in regard to elementary educa- 
tion was in the country want of money, 
and in towns want of supervision. How 
were they going to get in the county of 
Devonshire efficiency from men who did 
not know anything at all about the 
subject. As to the money, they ought 
to know what the financial proposals of 
the Bill were going to be, for they might 
very materially alter their opinion of the 
Bill. If the proposals of this measure 
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were put into operation there would bé 
no chance of a twopenny rate being 
levied for secondary education. Sir 
Thomas Acland said that this part of the 
Bill was so much waste piper. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : Order, order! That 


is quite irrelevant. 


Mr. LAMBERT said he was endeavour- 
ing to show that it was a disadvantage 
to bring elementary education into the 
Bill. If they brought elementary edu- 
cation into the Bill it would mean that 
in Devonshire the rate would be 4d. or 
6d. in the £1. Did anyone think that 
education could be dealt with in the 
counties where they would have such a 
strenuous opposition to any increase in 
the rates at all? They knew perfectly 
well that there was nothing the rural 
ratepayers took so much interest in as the 
rates. If the elemeutary education pro- 
posals were carried, and a rate of 4d. or 
bd. were levied, they would have great 
economy, and more than economy—great 
stinginess in the money voted for educa- 
tion. He would not detain the House 
by going into the question of the volun- 
tary schools, but there was one point 
which was well worthy of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s consideration. By leaving 
out elementary education, the religious 
question would not be raised in an acute 
form. He had received letters from 
constituents who had never supported 
the Liberal Party, and who stated that if 
the proposals in the Bill with regard to 
elementary education were carried in 
their present form they would not be 
able to support the Conservative Party 
in future. The West Riding County 
Council had carried a resolution which 
was absolutely on all fours with the 
Amendment he now proposed. The Isle 
of Wight had also carried a resolution 
hostile to the proposals in the Bill. The 
Technical Education Committee of Devon 
County Council had passed a resolution, 
and he had no doubt it would be carried 
atthe next meeting of the council, against 
the bringing of elementary education 
under their purview. It would be very 
much better to leave elementary educa 
tion out of the Bill, and to deal 
thoroughly with secondary education. 
If that were not done the control of 
elementary education would be forced on 
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many unwilling authorities who would 
be obliged to increase the rates which | 
the right hon. Gentleman was pledged 
to lessen, and an outrage would be com- 
mitted on the consciences of the Non- 
conformist portion of the community. 


Education 


Amendment proposed.— 


“In page 1, line 7, to leave out the words ‘ the | 
purposes of this Act,’ 
‘education other than elementary.’ 
Lainbert.) 


7 (Mr. 


Question proposed, “ That the words | 
‘the purposes of this Act’ stand part of | 
the clause.” 


(4.17.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | have 
often explained to the House the reasons | 


which have induced the Government to | 


frame a comprehensive measure; and [| 
ask the House to assent to it rather than 
to confine itself to the single problem 
presented by secondary education. ‘The 


difficulty of dealing with secondary edu- | 


Gentleman | 
opposite is perfectly aware, has been en- | 2° ask the Opposition to construct Bills 


He, I | 


cation alone, as the hon. 
hanced by recent legal decisions. 
understand, accepts these decisions as the 
basis of any proper Amendment of primary 
education, because he looks forward, 
were his Amendment carried, to the! 
County Council managing not only, 
secondary education and technical educa-_ 
tion, but also evening continuation | 


schools, pupil teacher centres, and all, 


the rest of it—all the matters which are 
transferred by the Cockerton judgment 
from the purview of the School Boards, | 
and which were declared to be beyond | 
their powers. I donot think a Billofthat | 
kind would receive much approval from | 
the urban School Boards. I am convinced 
that the hon. Member for North Camber- 
well would regard a Bill which simply cut | 
down the privileges of the existing 
School Boards, and left them without 
any control or authority over the volun- 
tary schools, and no power of continuing | 
their work in regard t, evening schools | 
or pupil teacher centres, as most im- | 
perfect. The hon. Member for South 
Molton does not, I think, speak 
for the great bulk of hon. Members_ 
on his side of the House when he puts | 
forward this proposal. The hon. Gentle- | 
man seems to think that the immediate 
result of the Bill as we have proposed it 

would be that the whole management of 


Mr. Lambert. 
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| the primary schools would fall into the 
hands of a body incapable, from the 
| mere amount of work entrusted to them 
to do that work properly, aud incapa- 
|citated by their distance from the local 
schools, to manage those schools with 
lany directness and economy of time 
| and labour. He seems to think that all 
their proceedings will be involved in red 
tape; that they themselves will have to 
‘lay down odious restrictions; and that 
they would have responsibility but no con- 
trol. If the hon. Gentlemen had listened 
to the speech on the Second Reading of 
| Debate delivered by my hon. friend, | 
| think he would have been convinced by 
| one of the greatest experts on local 


jand county government that his fears 
under that “head are baseless, and 
ithat he need not entertain any vain 


terrors lest this particular class of evil 
should overtake the County Council. I 
utterly fail to understand what his 
alternative plan proposes with regard to 
primary nite in the counties. Ido 


for the Government. It is perfectly 
\legitimate to vote against the Second 
| Reading of a Bill, if you have no better 
| to put in its place; but we have our plan 
‘and the hon. Gentleman is trying to 
amend it, and he ought to tell us what 
he really wishes to establish in the 
‘counties and boroughs. I fail to under- 
stand exactly what that is. I faney that 
he wishes to leave the School Boards in 
‘the counties exactly as they are, and to 
leave the voluntary schools in the counties 
‘exactly as they are. Does he propose 
that as an alterative plan, and, if that be 
| his alternative plan, 5 is it in the interest 
‘of the ratepayers? The hon. Gentleman 
| has said a great deal about the ratepayers 
in the course of his speech, and he led 
‘us to understand that he was pleading 
for the ratepayers. What is the policy 
| he suggested in the interest of the rate- 
payers? I understood the hon. Gentle 
| man to suggest that we should separate 
| primary and secondary education in the 
meanwhile, and that the county rate 
payer, not feeling the burden of elemen- 
| tary education over him, should at once 
| be introduced to secondary education on 
his twopenny rate. 


Mr. LAMBERT indicated dissent. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If that is not 
so, I fail to understand what that branch 
of the hon. Gentleman’s argument was 
directed to. He said that one of the 
evils of our associating the two portions of 
education together was that the County 
Council, would not manage it on a two- 
penny rate. I do not know whether 
they will or will not, but I am perfectly 
certain it ought not to be induced to spend 
a twopenny rate on the ground that it 
is at some day or other, either by this or 
another Bill, to have the responsibility for 
primary education. When [ hear that 
this Bill is an attack on the interests of 
the ratepayers I really am amazed. Is it 
not perfectly clear to everybody, that if 
this Bill is not passed, the voluntary 
schools will be allowed one by one to be 
extinguished, which | understand is the 
policy of the right hon. Gentleman? If 
that be done a more disastrous fate will 
overtake the country ratepayers, than 
the fourpenny rate of which the hon. 
Gentleman speaks. Whether we consider 
the interests of the ratepayers or of 
education in counties or boroughs, we 
are alike driven to the conclusion that if 
we are tointroduce any kind of order 


out of the chaos which at present exists, , 


if weare going to bring the education 
authority which is to look after the 
elementary education of the country into 
relation with the education authority, 


which is to provide the teachers of the — 


country, and the secondary education of 
the country, you will be compelled to 
come to the conclusion that we have 
come to that it is only by identify- 
ing these authorities and making them 
coalesce in one single authority and 
giving all the power into one set of 
hands—it is only by that machinery you 
really can produce that orderly arrange- 
ment of our education which has solong 
been wanting, and which educational re- 
formers have so long desired. 


(4.25.) Dr. MACNAMARA said he 
sympathised very much with the mover 
of the Amendment who, he understood, 


believed in the principle of one authority | 


for all grades of education, both primary 
and secondary. He understood, however, 
that the position taken up by the hon. 
Gentleman was that the authority pro- 
posed in the Bill was so bad that he de- 
sired to dissociate elementary education 
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from its control. He said that the real 
reform which was required was in con- 
nection with secondary education. That 
was acute no doubt. For thirty years, 
middle class people had been paying 
school rates for the education of other 
people’s children, while they had to 
undertake the education of their own 
children at considerable expense. It was 
a fair thing for them to ask—and as 
they had asked, the Government now 
proposed to reply to them—that some- 
thing should be done for the organisation 
of secondary education out of public 
funds. Whether it was to be done out of 
State funds or out of the rates was a 
matter on which they should hear by and 
by. But that was not the real acute 
educational problem of this moment. The 
real acute problem was in connection with 
the hopeless state of education in the 
elementary voluntary schools. There 
were 5,500,000 children in all the 
elementary schools, and of that number 
3,000,000 were in the voluntary schools 
and the rest in theboard schools. Although 
all the schools got part of the money 
given by the Central Exchequer, the 
voluntary school people had to depend 
largely for the maintenance of their 
schools on local contributions. He was 
sorry that he could not take part in any 
proposition which did not give immediate 
attention to the condition of the children 
in the voluntary schools. If these schools 
were excepted from the Bill the result 
would be that we would have a number 
of conflicting authorities, and money 
would be wasted by the duplication of 
administrative machinery. If time per- 
mitted he could show that a large amount 
of the money spent on education was 
wasted by the useless multiplication of 
small autonomous authorities for educa- 
tion. School Committees would squabble 
as to what were their respective areas. 
The worst of it was that if elementary 
education was struck out of the Bill, the 
Schools would not be linked together so 
as to allow the elementary children to 
It so 
happened that he went to an elementary 
school in Exeter, but no boy there had 
ever found his way to the endowed 
grammar school. And why? Because 
the secondary school was managed by 
another authority. The important con- 
sideration today was to get all the schools 
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under one authority, soas to prevent 
friction or overlapping, and, most 
important of all, to link those schools 
and harmonise their aims so that they 
might constitute an educational ladder 
from the elementary school to the 
university. It was for that reason that 
he was compelled to vote for the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N.W.) said he had listened with surprise to 
the speech of the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell, because he knew of many 
instances where endowed schools were 
linked with elementary schools. Apart 
from that, he contended tiat the School 
Boards had discharged their duty most 
effectually. He wanted to ask the right 
hon. Gentlemana plain question— whether 
the rural School Boards were to be done 
away with because some of them were 
inefficient ¢ If so he might remind the 
right hon. Gentleman that under Section 
40 of the Act of 1870, power was given 
to the Education Department, under the 
Privy Council, to consolidate or unite 
certain small School Board districts, so 
that, being amalgamated, they might 
form an effective School Board. His 
contention was that the county area was 
too large for the effective supervision of 
elementary education. He had not a 
word to say against the voluntary 
schools, because in his own constituency 
they had a number ot exceedingly 
efficient and well equipped voluntary 
schools. But what they, in the north 
of England, wanted to know was, ‘‘ Why 
are you going to abolish our School 
Boards; we are vigorous and active; 
our members have given a large portion 
of their life to the cause of education, 
and we think that we have done our 
work well considering our great experi- 
ence. Why should youask us to become 
members of the County Council? We 
are not prepared for that, because the 
duties of the members of the County 
Council are outside the range of our 
interest and experience.’ One of the 
most capable of men in the north of 
England had told him the other 
day that if this Bill passed and if the 
County Council abolished the School 
Board he would be constrained to part 
company with the County Council, of 

Dr. Macnamara. 
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which he had been a member since it 
was originated. He admitted that there 
was a great deal to be said for denomina- 
tional schools, but his objection to the Bill 
wasthat it destroyed altcgether the School 
Board schools, and he insisted that no 
justification had been shown for the 
abolition of School Boards. If secondary 
education was a difficulty, why not give 
the School Boards a power of control 
over secondary education ! 


*Mr. TREVELY AN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) said he very largely shared the 


idea of the hon. Member tor North 
Camberwell, and he should like to 
see one authority for all education. 


He was bound to say that he felt more 
strongly about secondary education, 
because there was no doubt that in the 
north of England they were better off in 
regard to elementary education than in 
the rural districts in other parts of the 
country. What the industrial community 
in the North wanted more than anything 
else was a sound secondary system, and 
they could not look at any Bill which 
did not give them this. What chance 
was there of secondary education under 
this Bill? The real issue of this Bill was 
elementary education. Secondary edu- 
cation, with all the new duties imposed 
upon it, was out in the cold ; it was only 
to have a 2d rateapplied to it; it was 
to be pinched for want of money ; all 
compulsion was to be left out of the 
Bill. There was to be no real scheme 
for secondary education. But there was 
something more serious, and that was 
what the electorate was going to think 
about if it was to work the Bill as it 
stood, and that was not education. If 
this Bill was passed, it was going to raise 
nothing but religious wrangles; the elec- 
tions would not be on the educational 
question, but merely religious contro- 
versies. There was a chance of the 
refusal of the rate for voluntary schools 
by Nonconformist Councils, so long as 
there was a test for teachers. Then there 
would be the wrangle between these 
Councils and the Education Depart- 
ment. The Nonconformists of this 
country had got past the stage of per- 
secution, past the stage of mild disability : 
they had got to the stage of toleration ; 
but in this case the Government were 
doing what the Nonconformists of the 
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country almost universally believed to 
be an act of gross injustice. But he did 
not now put forward the view of non- 
conformity. He asked those who dis- 
agreed with that view what chance was 
there if they raised all this bitter 
feeling? It was for these reasons they 
were bound to try and save something 
out of the wreck, and for these reasons 
it was necessary to get a Bill dealing 
insome measure with secondary educa- 
tion. If the Government would an- 
nounce that they would set up a really 
representative authority for the control 
of education, and that, where public 
money and rates were expended, there 
should be proportionate representation 
on the local management, the attitude of 
the Opposition might be modified. He 
supported the Amendment. 


Educution 


*(4.52.) Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said he 
supported the Amendment, and in doing 
so, he had done what the Government 
had done in the previous year. He believed 
the right thing was to deal with second- 
ary education first —to provide an 
authority for secondary education, and 
to test and prove that authority—betore 
handing over to it the extra work of 
elementary education. Elementary edu- 
cation was universal, it was compulsory, 
it was practically free, and for the most 
part it was good: but we had most in- 
adequate provision for secondary educa- 
tion. We had no knowledge even of the 
number of our secondary schools, of their 
pupils or their teachers ; and with all this 
we had to face the future handicapped 
and hampered by our indifference. France 
and Germany had_ been organising their 
secondary as well as their primary edu- 
cation for a long period, but we, with 
perhaps the finest raw material in the 
world, were not making full use of it. 
The two questions to be considered were, 
firstly, should secondary education be 
dealt with separately and alone; and 
secondly, even if the scheme of the 
Government were right (and every- 
one admitted the desirability of the 
one authority), was there any reason- 
able chance of dealing with both this 
session? Until this session secondary 
education was dealt with on a separate 
basis. Why was this sudden change? He 
did not admit the ery of one authority 
for all grades. He was not sure whether 
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it was a true cry. It was nodoubt a true 
ideal, but he thought that ideal should be 
approached rather by a system of evolu- 
tion than a system of revolution. This ery 
of “one authority ” was like the blessed 
word Mesopotamia. The phrase was 
not atrueone. They had four authorities 
foreach voluntary school. The new auth- 
ority and area was good for secondary 
education, but it certainly was not for 
elementary education. All these hundreds 
of elementary schools could not be dealt 
with by one central authority. With 
regard to rating, there were significant 
signs that the local authorities would not 
support secondary and technical educa- 
tion unless they had the detinite duty laid 
upon them and unless they were left free 
to carry out this work. They would not 
be left satisfactorily free if they were 
burdened with the whole system of 
elementarv education at the same time. 
Considering the period of the session and 
the bitterness of this contest, he asked the 
(sovernment whether the eventual settle- 
ment of the question of elementary educa- 
tion would suffer if postponed till the 
secondary education problem was solved. 
In view of the great and glorious news 
of peace, he appealed to the Government 
not to associate a session which. for this 
and other reasons, would be so memorable, 
with the prolongation of such a bitter 
contest. 
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*(5.0.) Mr. CHANNING (Northamp- 
tonshire, E.) thought that the issue 
raised was that, given a certain amount 
of money available, they should decide 
how that money could be most 
effectively used. That question could 
only admit of one answer. It seemed to 
him that technical and secondary educa- 
tion were the most urgent necessities of 
the times. He agreed that at the pre- 
sent time 3,000,000 children were not 
receiving so good an education as they 
might receive in the voluntary schools of 
the country: he did not deny that that 
matter would have to be dealt with at 
some time. But what he urged was 
that the imperative and urgent want of 
the country, and the want that was ever 
growing more and more urgent at the 
present time, was the rapid develop- 
ment of an adequate system of 
secondary education. No loss would 
be suffered, even in the point , of 








1155 Education 


view of hon. Members opposite in- 
terested in voluntary schools, if that 
question were deferred, and they con- 
centrated their attention upon what was 
the greatest educational problem of the 
moment. The right hon. Gentleman 
might make a considerable alteration 
in the views ot the Committee by an 
announcement as to the financial aid 
from Imperial sources. If elementary 
education was now dealt with, it was 
clear that the greater part of the rates 
available would be given to that 
side of education, owing to the pressure 
of the clergy and their supporters 
in this matter. They could not divide 
the Bill from the educational history of 
the last seven years, and that history 
was a history of seven years war against 
some of the most desirable educational 
forces of the country. The right hon. 
Gentleman had challenged this side of 
the House to produce an alternative. 
In his opinion, there was one alterna- 
tive in the way in which elementary 
and secondary education had grown up 
under one elected authority in Scot- 
land. Another alternative was the 
scheme laid before the country some 
time ago by Lord Spencer at Man- 
chester, ot a central authority for 
secondary education and local elective 
authorities for elementary education. 
He thought that was a workable scheme, 
or that, again, it was perfectly possible to 
reconcile the handling of secondary 
education on the lines of the Secondary 
Education Commission’s Report, with 
direct representative authorities in 
smaller areas for elementary education. 
There were other alternatives to the 
right hon. (sentleman’s scheme, but the 
point he wished to lay before the Com- 
mittee was that. instead of going to the 
root of the question, which was our 
inability to compete with other nations 
of the world owing to our want of 
secondary education — instead of con- 
centrating all our thought and energy 
and our present limited resources 
on this vital problem, this Bill was 
merely a Bill which would do little for 
secondary education, and had for its real 
object the knocking to pieces of the best 
machinery, and would sacrifice the 
future of education and the equipment 
of the nation to the interests of the least 


Mr. Channing. 
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efficient schools. We had to face commer- 
cial competition and educational com- 
petition. We talked o: trade, and of 
tying down the colonies to buy their 
goods of us, but Australia and Canada 
bought goods from America and Ger- 
many, because America and Germany 
had had the common sense to make 
their leaders of industry more ingenious 
and skilful, and by so doing they were 
enabled to supply the market at a 
cheaper rate. The A BC of economies 
at the present time 


THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member is wandering a long 
way from the point. 


*Mr. CHANNING: Onthe contrary, 
Sir, with all respeet— 


THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
I do not think the hon. Member ought 
to contradict me in that way. 


*Mr. CHANNING disclaimed any in- 

tention of disobeying the ruling of the 
Chair by the observation which he 
made. All he desired was to point out 
the grave deficiency of our secondary 
education. It was nearly forty years ago 
since the most brilliant genius who 
had ever served the cause of edu- 
cation in this country, Mr. Matthew 
Arnold, in his classical report to the 
Schools Inquiry Commission _ on 
education abroad, pointed out how hope- 
lessly behind we were in scientific and 
systematic training. While he showed 
that in Germany secondary education 
had been organised two generations 
before, and in Switzerland one genera- 
tion before his inquiry, here we were 
still—a whole generation later than 
Matthew Arnold, absolutely unequipped 
for higher education. We were still ina 
very chaos of inefficiency. 


THe CHAIRMAN said that was not 
the occasion fora lecture on secondary 
education. The only point was whether 
any part of elementary education should 
be included or not. 


*Mr. CHANNING said the point he 
desired to impress on the Committee was 


that, while our system of elementary 


education required various reforms, it 
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was in no sense in as urgent a position 
as secondary education. The Association 
of Technical Institutions had put forward 
that very contention—that an effective 
Secondary Education Bill should be 
passed forthwith, that we were giving a 
real scientific education only to a very 
small number of young persons over 
15 years of age and between 15 and 19 
years of age, and that even those who 
were being thus educated had not the 
advantages of a thorough grounding 
in suitable and efficient secondary 
schools as in Germany and America ; 
whereas in Germany and America 
technical instruction was being given to 
students over 18 years of age, and in 
vastly greater numbers. 


THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! I 
have thrice called the hon. Member to 
order for irrelevancy, but he persists in 
pursuing the same topic. I must, there- 
fore, ask the hon. Member to discontinue 
his speech. 


(5.17.) Mr LLOYD - GEORGE 
thought that, in supporting this 
Amendment, it was not necessary to 
discuss the relative merits of School 


Boards and County Councils. Personally, 
he was a great believer in establishing 
the supreme authority of the County 
Council in matters of elementary educa- 
tion, but so far from doing that, the 
Bill proposed to set up several authorities. 
As far as secondary education was 
concerned, the County Council would 
still be the authority, because Town 
Councils in boroughs of over 10,000 
inhabitants, and District Councils re- 
presenting populations of over 20,000 
would have to enter into arrangements 
with the County Councils before they 
could conduct schools for secondary 
education purposes. But that was not 
the proposal with regard to elementary 
education. A little experience was 
worth all the arguments in the world, 
and a glance at the system in Wales 
would help to enlighten the Committee 
as to the advisability of dealing with the 
two subjects separately. In no country 
was the sectarian controversy more 
acute than in Wales, and there was 
probably no part of the world in which 
there had been more fighting between 
Nonconformists and Churehmen. 
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*Sir FRANCIS POWELL: Hear, 
hear. 

Mr. LLOYI:-GEORGE said that 


doubtless the hon. Baronet had a most 
faithful recollection of the controversy, 
because he took avery prominent, but. 
as usual, a genial part in it. But what 
happened when, through the invaluable 
assistance of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Dartford, who was then 
Vice-President of the Council, the 
Welsh Intermediate Education Bill was 
passed? If elementary education had 
been concerned, even the authority of 
the right hon. Gentleman would 
not have been sufficient to secure 
the present democratic authority. After 
the Bill was passed, one or two 
of the Bishops — particularly one— 
endeavoured to arouse all the sectarian 
spirit possible, but absolutely failed. All 
sections of the community worked 
together; the Committees were ap- 
pointed without regard to sects or 
to denominational interests; they were 
in the hands of the lay element, and 
everything worked well. But if that 
Bill had covered both secondary and 
e'ementary education, all the sectarian 
venom on both sides would have been 
aroused, and the system completely 
broken down. Men would have been 
selected, not as educational experts, as 
at present—the best men in the district 
for the purpose being chosen—but for 
sectarian and political reasons, and 
instead of the system being worked in 
the interests of education, sectarian 
quarrels would have prevailed, while 
education suffered. In his opinion, 
it was not the authority that mattered 
so much, as that the authority whatever 
it was should be worked in good faith. 
Even a bad authority from the democratic 
point of view would work better than 
the theoretically perfect authority, if 
it was worked without bias or prejudice, 
purely in the interests of education. 
That could be done with regard to 
secondary education. If the elementary 
portion of the Bill were omitted, all 
these great controversies would drop, 
and the educational experts of the 
country would put their heads together 
and work the scheme for all it was worth. 
Why denominationalism and sectarian- 
ism should be introduced into elementary 
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but not into secondary education he 
did not know. Perhaps it was because 
thechildren concernedin secondary educa- 
tion were better able to judge for them- 
selves and did not become the prey of 
priests to the same extent as in the case 
of elementary education, but the fact 
remained that there was not the same 
controversy over the one as_ over 
the other. It would, therefore, be 
entirely in the interests of education to 
separate the two things in the present 
Bill. Another reason for taking this 
course was the question of expense. In 
Lancashire it was said it would cost 
6d. in the £ to put the Bill into operation 
in regard to elementary education. If 
another twopence were added, the rate- 
payers would quarrel with it, and play 
into the hands of economists who took a 
thoroughly mean and shabby view of 
every enterprise, municipal or otherwise, 
and whose sole object was not to get a 
good system of education, but purely 
and simply to keep down the rates. 
There would be a combination of the 
denominationalists —- whether Noncon- 
formists or Churchmen—-who happened 
to be in a minority, and the economists, 
and between them education in the 
particular district would be starved. 
He instanced the case of tradesmen 
rated at £100. With regard to the 6d. 
for elementary education he would have 
very little option, as the Board of Eduea- 
tion would force him to spend a certain 
minimum upon the schools. That 6d. 
would mean £2 10s. on £100, and such a 
sum represented a considerable deduction 
from the tradesman’s income. But 
would that man consent to another 
addition involving a further 16s. 8d. out 
of his income. Unless he was a very 
keen educationalist he would object to 
bear such a burden to provide secondary 
education for the children of people who 
could very well afford to pay for it them- 
selves. Under such circumstances there 
would be a strong inducement for 
people to starve the secondary system ; 
whereas if it was taken separately, as in 
Wales, the natural pride of the people in 
having the best school in the district 
would induce them to go up to the limit 
of the twopence. It had taken some 
counties ten years to go to the limit of 
the whiskey money—a_ gift really 
intended for technical education; how 
Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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would it take them to 
p rsuade themselves to put on a 
twopenny rate for the purposes of 
secondary education? The First Lord 
would probably find it to the interests 
of his own scheme of the successful 
working of the Bill that the two systems 
should be separated. 


(5.29.) Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract) 
said that, while he was certainly not 
satisfied with the existing state of edu- 
cation, he was by no means convinced 
that the plan of the Government would 
effect any improvement. It was rather 
a pulling down than a building up. 
It seemed to him that such a step should 
be taken with great care. Were they 
quite sure that the Town Councils 
wanted this new power, and were they 
sure that they were the proper body to 
' He ventured to 


long, then, 


deal with education ! 
predict that at the Town Council election 
matters would be dominated by the 
education question and they would hear 
of such things as Church of England gas 
and Noncontormist roads. By this Bill 
they were introducing at those council 
elections controversies which were buried 
a long while ago. Recently the West 
Riding of Yorkshire County Council 
passed a resolution asking the Govern- 
ment to drop the elementary part of 
this Bill. How was it possible for a 
County Council meeting only three or 
four times a year to look after elementary 
education? By adopting this principle 
the Committee were adopting a dangerous 
expedient which might recoil upon the 
heads of the supporters of voluntary 
schools. He had never been a strenuous 
opponent of voluntary schools. But 
in his opinion there was not only a 
religious but the rating difficulty in 
regard to them, and this Bill proposed 
to put voluntary schools on the rates 
without giving the local authority any 
control over them. What they wanted 
in this country was a better scheme of 
secondary education which required 
improvement. For those reasons he 
believed the elementary part of the Bill 
ought to be dropped not only to avoid a 
religious controversy but rather in the 
interests of education itself. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): I have 


been waiting in hope that we might 
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hear from the other side of the House 
some sort of answer to the arguments 
which for two hours my hon. friends have 
advanced with brevity and force in 
support of the Amendment, and which 
have apparently been addressed to deaf 
ears or irresponsive minds on the Govern- 
ment Benches. No answer has been 
returned to these arguments. No one 
van say that those arguments have been 
without weight, or that they have not 
been presented to the Committee with 
dearness. This debate ceases to serve any 
yseful purpose and becomes a mockery 
and a farce if the arguments on this side 
are to be received with unbroken silence 
onthe other side. Although I do not 
profess to contribute much to what has 
iready been said in support of the 
Amendment I will venture to summarise 
thearguments which have been addressed 
to the Committee in support of the 
Amendment which has been moved by 
my hon. friend behind me. This 
Amendment does not involve on the part 
of those who are going to support it any 
denial of the principles that co-ordination 
and, as far as possible, unification, in the 
educational authorities are desirable, and 
that there is urgent need for reform in 
the system of elementary education. 
These two principles are admitted by all 
sensible men in both parties who have 
givenattention to thesubject of education. 
The question at issue is one of adminis- 
tration rather than of principle. If we 
entrust the new authority with the 
function of providing secondary and 
higher edueation, and also transfer to 
it the duty of dealing with elementary 
‘ducation we shall of necessity so absorb 
the time and so burden the resources of 
the new authority that it will be unable 
‘9 meet the more urgent of the two 
demands meade upon it—namely, the 
provision of secondary education. ‘That 
8a proposition which is put forward on 
this side of the House, and, as my hon. 
inend who has just sat down has pointed 
out with great force, whereas under this 
Billthe provisions with regardtosecondary 
education are permissive, the provisions 
dealing with primary education are 
compulsory. Therefore the new authority 
must begin by undertaking, to the post- 
Ponement of everything else, the enlarged 
powers and responsibilities in connection 
with primary education which the Bill 
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propose to throw upon them. That 
is not the practical way of dealing with 
the matter. It is not that we are 
opposed to co ordination, or that we do 
not wish to see the cessation of over- 
lapping and waste which undoubtedly 
happens under the present system, but 
what the supporters of the Amendment 
say is that, as practical men, in dealing 
with an administrative problem of this 
kind, we must be content to go step by 
step. If the Amendment is accepted 
there will be created acompetentauthority 
for dealing with secondary education. 
We should then proceed, by slight 
Amendments in subsequent clauses, to 
make its function to provide secondary 
education not permissive, butcompulsory ; 
we should give adequate funds whether 
imperial or local, or both, for the per- 
formance of that task ; and, lastly, but 
not least, we should absolutely exclude 
from its composition and working, in its 
early stages at least, and perhaps for all 
time, all extraneous influences, and 
particularly the intrusion of religious 
controversy. But if the Government 
persist in the scheme of the Bill they will 
run the risk, while not increasing the 
efficiency of elementary education, of 
postponing, what every one admits is 
our primary need—the establishment of 
a really effective system of secondary 
education. I hope that before we come 
to a division we shall have some reply 
to the arguments which have been 
addressed to the Committee. 


Bill. 


65.43.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I 
should not have thought it necessary 
to speak again, but for the direct chal- 
lenge of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Fife. The right hon. 
Gentleman, I think, gives a rather rosy 
view of the contributions to the debate 
from the other side of the House, when 
he says that the argument which he 
has so admirably stated has been ad- 
vanced unanimously by hon, Gentlemen 
behind him. As a matter of fact en- 
tirely different views of the Amendment 
were put forward from the other side. I 
do not say that by way of reproach, for 
this is a question upon which hon. 
Members opposite may honestly take 
different views. They agree in express- 
ing their willingness to admit that an 
ideal educational authority is the County 
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or the Borough Council dealing at the 
same time with primary and secondary 
education. Having announced that, you 
immediately proceed to defer that ideal 
to an ideal future. Let me state very 
briefly what I think is the position of 
the right hon. Gentleman. He seems to 
think that the one difficulty in our 
education, or, at any rate, the over- 
whelming difficulty in our education in 
the position of secondary education. 
Well, [do not agree with that. Bad as 
is the position of secondary education, no 
body can deny that under the existing 
system of primary education things 
need much reform, and will need reform 
more and more every year on account 
of the position of so many of those 
schools supported by voluntary con- 
tributions. That is the first proposition 
I advance. The second proposition, and 
it is even far more important from an 
educational point of view, which I 
advance is that it is impossible for any 
authority properly to weigh and to decide 
upon the course it ought to pursue for 
secondary education without taking ele- 
mentary into view ; and conversely, that 
it is impossible for any authority to 
decide upon the course it ought to pursue 
for elementary education without taking 
secondary education into view. They 
are two indivisible parts of one great 
problem. The right hon. Gentleman 
would say to the County Council 
** You may consider secondary education, 
but, if you will, you must consider it 
in isolation. You must consider it 
financially and educationally in isolation, 
irrespective of the effect. When that is 
realised, you may then have a Bill to deal 
with primary education also.” It should 
be remembered that unless elementary 
education be efficient no secondary 
schools are of the smallest use in the 
world. I do not believe that any second- 
ary authority can carry out the work 
with the fullest advantage unless it has 


Education 


not only under its control or supervision | 


secondary education, which is the crown 
of the work of primary education short 
of the universities, but, also absolute 
control of the whole apparatus by which 
the children of the country are to 
be rendered fit to receive the full 
advantages of what we are spending on 
secondary schools. Apart from that, the 
money spent on the secondary schools is 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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money thrown intothe sea. It is in vain 
that you multiply scholarships and jin- 
sist upon a high standard of educational 
excellence, if the children who come up to 
be taught come up wholly unprepared 
and unable to take advantage of the 
whole of the privileges you have provided. 
We have heard, as we usually do in these 
debates, a good deal about what Germany 
and America have done in the cause of 
secondary education. Let me say that 
they have never been so idiotic as to 
suppose that they can carry out an 
efficient system of secondary education 
without making the system of elementary 
efficient also ; they have always considered 
them together, as parts of a whole, and 
their example is one which in this respect 
the Government are most anxious to 
. follow. 


(5.50.) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) 
The right hon. Gentleman has favoured 
the House with some arguments in reply 
to those of my right hon. friend, and he 
has summarised those stated earlier in 
the evening on this side of the House. 
In the first place he commented on 
the difference in the arguments used on 
this side of the House. With the excep- 
tion of those of the hon. Member for North: 
Camberwell all the arguments were per- 
fectly consistent with one another. In 
the next place, the right hon. Gentleman 
accuses us of a desire to postpone the 
unification of our educational machinery 

‘to the dim and distant future. That is 

not our position at all. Our position is 
that, if you give us a good and useful 
scheme for a consolidating authority for 
all kinds of education, we are willing to 
accept it, but the reason why we refuse 
the present scheme is because we think 
| it entirely bad and ineffective. It is be- 
cause we think the area bad, and the 
authority bad, that unification cannot 
' be carried out consistently. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Do you say 
that the area is bad ? 


Mr. BRYCE: I do. I think the 
‘county area is bad, and we say that the 
' objection we entertain to the Govern- 
ment scheme is that the result will be 
worse than the present system. If it 
were a proper unification we should 
accept it without hesitation. The right 
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j hon. Gentleman asks me why | object right hon. Gentleman. He says that 
ain § to the area. It is because the county secondary education is not the most 
in- J rea is an unsuitable area for elemen- urgent thing. 
nal tary education. The county «area 
to Fj, eminently suitable for secondary Mr. A. J. BALFOUR dissented. 
red education. I will not go so far as to 
the deny that I can conceive the county Mr. BRYCE: I think the right hon. 
led. authority as being suitable to have Gentleman's argument was that what 
ese 7. certain amount of general super- was most wanted now was elementary 
any | vision over elementary as well as the education. | believe that with scarcely 
of F secondary schools. That I think is an exception all the educational experts of 
hat posible, but it is not fit todo the work this country are of opinion that secondary 
to | which this Bill proposes to throw education is the most urgent thing. 
an F uponit. It is not fit to do the work I have not in the course of the discus- 
ton @ of administering the elementary schools. sions which have arisen on this Bill, heard 
ary §@ What is wanted for that purpose that denied by any one whose opinion 
red 9. 4 smaller area, with a smaller is entitled to the weight that belongs to 
and authority. You want an area much an educational authority, apart from 
ect B larger, I admit, than the area of our those whose religious or political pro- 
; to present rural School Boards. You want clivities lead them to take another view. 
anarea probably not smaller than would Of course, the one point where in our 
be formed by the union of five or six educational system we are behind our 
S) ofthe present average English parishes. competitors, is in the provision for 
red 9 Jn an area of that size you would have secondary education, and yet the right 
ply proper scope for administration, and you hon. Gentleman says it is more important 
ihe J vould have the elements from which to to provide for the voluntary schools. 
' MF draw proper School Boards. My objec- 
use. 7 tion goes further. The work you pro- Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never said 
On JF pose to throw upon the county authority anything of the kind. 
| on Fis enormously heavy. It is heavy not 
cep’ Ff only because, as was well said by my Mr. BRYCE: | understood him, and 
orth | hon. friend the Member for South Mol- I think most people understood him 
Per- ¥ ton, it is associated with other work, but frankly to admit that this Bill is 
In also because the county authority will primarily and mainly intended to secure 
man 9 beat a great distance from many of the the denominational schools. 
‘the J schools in the rural parishes which it is 
nery [to supervise. There is another reason Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right 
tS F also. It will throw a tremendously heavy bon. Gentleman was not listening I 
mn 'S | task on the county authority. Do you suppose, and I will repeat briefly what 
seful | remember what the condition of the I did say. I said that in my opinion 
yfor I counties is? We are still imperfectly primary and secondary education are 
g to supplied with railways and it takes along | equally national necessities, and that it is 
tuse time to get to the county centre. If a | impossible to divide them, because you 
hink | man sets himself to the work of ad- cannot have good secondary education 
s be ministering the whole of the elementary | without good primary education, and 
| the 7 schools in the way it ought to be con- conversely. They must be taken together. 
nnot | ducted, it will for a year or so oceupy the 
whole of his time, and how are youto| Mr. BRYCE: I will not pursue that 
_ |] get members of the county authority, matter further, but I will endeavour to 
say who must come from all parts of the | meet the argument he has now advanced 
county. to give constant attendance in | that you cannot treat them separately. 
h the county town in order to enable them , The right hon. Gentleman says you 
| a to meet this enormous amount of work | cannot isolate the two and pay no regard 
the | which is thrown upon them? You have | to elementary education. The right 
wed only to imagine what the amount of the | hon. Gentleman in his speech appealed 
- " work is in order to realise how in-| to the Cockerton judgment. I take him 
I 4 adequate your scheme is. Now I come |on that point. Now that the Cockerton 
ne to another argument advanced by the | judgment has come into the field, we 
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know what elementary education is, and 
the difficulty of the right hon. Gentleman 
as to schools upon the border line is 
immensely reduced. ‘The right hon. 
Gentleman wound up by saying that 
Germany and America did not proceed 
upon a system by which elementary 
and secondary education are separated. 
No, they do not, but they do not proceed 


upon a system by which they are 
managed by authorities elected for 
different purposes altogether. In 


America, as in Scotland, the authority 
is chosen to deal with education and 
with nothing but education. and it is 
considered to have ample work if it deals 
with all forms of education. The right 
hon. Gentleman must please not fail to 
understand why we support this Amend- 
ment. I support it because I conceive 
the area is an unsuitable one for elemen- 
tary education, unless minor areas be 
created immediately. We want secondary 
education to have a fair chance of being 
considered and of having proper pecuni- 
ary support given toit. If you throw it 
along with elementary education upon 
the new authority, you overload the new 
authority with more work than at first it 
is abletodischarge. If you give it control 
of secondary education you give it the 
work which naturally grows out of 
what the counties have already done 
in the matter of education, and which 
they will be able properly to perform, 
because it is only the natural develop- 
ment of their present sphere of action. 
I put it to the Committee that the 
sensible, practical, business-like way is 
to go step by step, and to give each 
educational authority only so much 
work as itcan do ata time. Let them 
make a survey of the field and devote 
the amount of money that may be found 
necessary to raise through the proper 
rate to secondary education; and when 
they have been at work for two or three 
years, then, if the Government think 
fit, let us add elementary functions 
also, but not the two at the same moment. 
It has been the good fortune of secondary 
education heretofore, to be free from 
sectarian controversy. Would it not be 
the best thing for secondary education 
to allow it to be started apart from the 
heat which such sectarian controversy 
For feel 

interests of educational 


engenders | these reasons I[ 
that in the 


Mr. Bryce. 
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progress and for the sake of the Govern. 
ment themselves, it would be far better 
for the Government to abandon the 
elementary part of the Bill, and turn 
their attention to that part of it devoted 
to secondary education, which is at 
present quite inadequate. 


(6.10) Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE 
(Somersetshire, FE.) said he — believed 
it would be quite practicable to 
devise 2 good scheme of one au 
thority for all kinds of education. 
There had been a great movement in 
respect of this question during the last 
year or two, and he differed from the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Aberdeen, in thinking that the 
decisions of the Law Courts had made 
it easier to divide elementary and secon- 
dary education. Those decisions, ip 
his judgment, had made it more neces- 
sary that there should be one authority 
throughout the field of education, and 
to put the supervision of all education 
under one capable authority. He be- 
lieved, therefore, the county authority 
had the capacity to supervise the schools 
under such a system as Was proposed 
in the Bill. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid) said he ventured to think that 
the opinion of business men who had the 
interest of education at heart was more 
valuable than the opinion of so-called 
experts. What would be the practical 
working of the proposal? Did anyone 
suppose, in the case of secondary educa- 
tion, that the County Councils were 
going to do their work as well if the 
duties of supervising elementary educa- 
tion, as well as secondary education, 
were thrust upon them? Some of them 
did not care for education at all; and 
the right hon. Member for Sleaford had 
stated that he did not care for secondary 
education. Therefore, if the cause of 
secondary education was so important, 
then the practical way out of the 
difficulty was to divide the educational 
authority, to create‘ one authority for 
secondary and another for elementary 
education. That would be a business 
like way of dealing with the question. 
Would anyone who had a_ practical 
knowledge of the subject venture to get 
up and say that a County Council could 
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deal with elementary education? The 
Government divided secondary and ele- 
mentary education last year, and now 
they said that. theoretically, they ought 
not to be divided. But those who cared 
for secondary education must come to 
the conclusion that, at any rate at first, 
the best way was to make the county 
councils the authority for secondary 
education only. Though the county 
councils were efficient and practical 
bodies for the work for which they were 
elected, they were not necessarily the 
most capable bodies to deal with ele- 
mentary education The Glamorgan- 
shire County Council had passed a resolu- 
tion unanimously on this subject, sayin 
that their hands were already full, po 
asking that they should not be entrusted 
with work which had been so well 
done by the School Boards. The real 
fact was they would not have any con- 
trol at all. In*°Glamorganshire there 
were 340 schools ; how could the County 
Council, with all the duties already 
entrusted to them, exercise any kind of 
control over those elementary schools ? 
The flimsy clauses of this Bill dealing 
with higher education were nothing 
more than a sop to the people of the 
country to give to voluntary schools the 
money they required. The parents of 
this Bill were the bishops and those 
who, like the noble Lord opposite, only 
eared for the denominational schools. 
He supported the Amendment. 


*Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 
N. W.) said the First Lord of the 
Treasury had tried to make some 
capital out of the differences on the 
Liberal side of the House with regard 
to this Amendment. He himself 


was 
surprised the differences were not 
greater than they were. He had great 
sympathy with the hon. Member 


for North Camberwell in some of the 
arguments he advanced. There was no 
desire to ignore the great needs of 
primary education, but it was felt 
that if this Bill gave the relief that some 
thought it would to primary education, 
the County Councils were not the most 
efficient and proper authorities to give 
that relief. It was necessary to press 
the matter of secondary education as 
the matter of most interest and import- 
ance to the country at the present time. 
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It had been acknowledged in the past 
few months by hon. and right hon. 
Gentlemen to be our most pressing need, 
and that was still the opinion of the 
great majority of the experts of the 
country. In considering the Amend- 
ment before the House they had to con- 
sider not only the ‘‘ one authority” ideal 
but what that one authority was to be. 
The County Council was not the most 
efficient authority for the control of 
elementary education. To promote ele- 
mentary education the force of public 
opinion must be behind it, and that 
could only be obtained by bringing those 
interested into direct contact with the 
controlling authority. There was no 
chance whatever of the working classes 
of the country getting additional repre- 
sentation under this Bill, yet on the 
School Boards, as he knew perfectly well, 
they had done great work. This would 
bring also a new element into the elec- 
tions of the County Councils and Borough 
Councils from which hitherto they had 
been free. It would bring in political 


and religious controversy. Hitherto 
Members had been elected to these 
Councils quite irrespective of their 


political views, but under this Bill that 
could be so no longer. In Norfolk there 
were 150 School Boards and 350 denomi- 
national schools. Now, was it possible for 
the central authority to manage such a 
number of schools as that spread over 
such an area? There were many diffi- 
culties in the way of the County 
Councils administering elementary edu- 
cation, matters of detail, and he thought 
it would be infinitely better to postpone 
this Clause. When they asked why this 
work should he devolved on the County 
Councils, and the School Boards be 
extinguished, they were told it was 
because of the great work they had done 
in technical education. But he declined 
to recognise the validity of the argument 
drawn from the succesful work of the 
County Counci's in connection with 
technical education, seeing that there 
was no comparison whatever between 
technical, including secondary, education, 
and the detailed work involved in 
primary education. The Bill would do 
nothing for secondary education. When 
last year’s Bill was introduced, nothing 
was said of the pressing necessity of first 
dealing with primary education. That 
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necessity had only arisen owing to the agi- 
tation of the Church party. There would 
be plenty of work for the new authority 
in remedying the deficiencies of our 
secondary education. To charge it with 
the care of both primary and secondary 
education at once would be detrimental 
to both. 


*(6.30) Sir WILLIAM ANSON (Ox- 
ford University) said thata great variety 
of opinions had been expressed on the 
other side of the House as to what 
the educational authority should be. 
Until right hon. and hon. Gentleman 
had made up their own minds they 


might be less critical of the pro- 
posal of the Government. He _ ob- 
jected to the assumption that ele- 


mentary and secondary education were 
absolutely separate and distinct. But 
if they could not be separated, and 
if in dealing with elementary edu- 
cation the voluntary schools must be 
dealt with, why should the Govern- 
ment be reproached with raising the 
religious question ? Whether the Govern- 
ment had proposed the best method of 
solving this religious difficulty might be 
open to question ; but this was a matter 
to be dealt withlater. Astothe allegation 
that the purpose of the Bill was the 
destruction of School Boards, it must 
be remembered that by the Cockerton 
judgment the School Boards had already 
been shorn of those powers which they 
arrogated to themselves, and which 
made their work most stimulating. 
Therefore the disappearance of the 
School Boards did not now involve the 
consequences which would have been 
involved eighteen months ago. 
were debarred from doing work which 
the Cockerton judgment decided that 
they should not have undertaken. 
But this work must be done. Some 
authority must supervise this border- 
land of education. How was con- 
tinuity between the lower and higher 
grades of education to be obtained 
if elementary and secondary education 
were put in separate departments ¢ 
The Amendment proceeded 
entirely wrong assumption. 


{COMMONS} 


They 


on an) 





Rill. 1172 
two hon. Gentleman on the other 
side. The hon. Member for East 


Somerset declared that the arrange. 
ments of the Government with regard 
to secondary education were not satis- 
factory, and the hon. Member for Oxford 
University admitted that every time 
the voluntary schools were touched the 
religious difficulty was raised. That 
was one of the great evils with which 
they had to deal, but his hon. friend 
opposite went further and said he was 
not satisfied that the method of dealin 
with the religious difficulty in this 


Bill was the best possible way of 
dealing with it, and added that 
there were several other ways, 


The Opposition has often been asked to 
state what their alternatives were, but 
he would like to know trom so high an 
authority as the hon. Member what 
were the several methods of dealing with 
the religious difticukty that were at 
present locked in his bosom. If the hon. 
Member was able to suggest methods 
less mischievous than that proposed in 


the Bill, the Committee would have 
made some progress. Hon. Members 


opposite, instead of observing a silence 
which did not give consent, ought to 
state frankly what they thought would 
be improvements in the Bill, and not 
leave it to the Government merely to 
put their foot down and say, “ We will 
have the Bill as it is, it is for you to 
take it orleave it.” Hon. Members, how- 
ever held their tongues, and said nothing 
of their opinions on the matter. A Bill 
of such national importance could not 
be treated in that spirit. Party exigen- 
cies in the House must be satisfied by 
such treatment, but the mind of the 
country would not be convinced that 
the question was being fairly dealt with. 
If the matter was fairly considered, with 
a view to meeting the difficulties in- 
volved, there were many gentlemen on 
the other side of the House who could 
make valuable suggestions. The vital 
clause of the Bill was before the Com- 
mittee, and on it could be raised all the 
questions involved in the measure, and 
the methods by which the Government 


proposed to invest the County and 


Borough Councils with power to deal 


Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT said that | with education, secondary and primary. 


the Committee 


had derived some | The fundamental proposition put forward 


advantage from the speeches of the/ by those for whom he spoke was that if 


Mr. George White. 
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primary education were dealt with in 
the Bill, various difficulties connected 
with that branch of the subject would 
practically foreclose the chances of 
secondary education. From communi- 
cations he had had, he knew that several 
people, who were great authorities, 
especially in rural districts, had alto- 
gether given up the notion of dealing 
wth secondary education. The hon. 
Member for Oxford University had 
pointed out that the School Boards before 
the Cockertony judgment were doing 
something for secondary or semi-secon- 
dary education, but now they could not 
doit. But it would have been very easy 
ior the Government to repeal the 
Cockerton judgment, and so have aided 
secondary education. The present 
scheme attempted something very differ- 
ent. Its object might not have been 
to get rid of School Boards, but that was 
what it would do. What were those 
School Boards doing, and why were they 
doing it?) He would quote tine authority 
ot the Vice-President of the Board of 
Education— 


“Two-lifths of the children of school age 
areto be found in the Metropolis and in the 
large county boroughs having their own 
School Boards. In those the Act of 1870 has 
worked in the most satisfactory manner, the 
members of the Boards being generally elected 
from those who are sincerely desirous of pro- 
moting good education, and who take a lively 
interest in municipal government, and they 
have established thoroughly eflicient sehools.” 


That was the a/ hor authority, and the 
opinion of the right hon. Gentleman 
with regard to it—- 


“The effeet of the school system in the 
woronghs has been greatly to raise the level of 
elementary edneation. . . . School Boards 
were in this particular exceeding the function 
for which they were designed, but, in the 
absence of any more regular mode of provid- 
ing the people with that secondary education 
which the necessities of the time so urgently 
demand, their proceedings are undoultedly 
highly approved by the people for whom they 
act, and any attempt to curtail by legislation 
the operations of the School Boards in this 
direction without providing some better alter- 
native method by which the want of the 
public can he supplied would he unpopular.” 


Then as to the County Council 


authority. He did not speak of the 
Borough Councils, because they might 
exercise some But as for the 
County Councils, how in the world was 
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control. 
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it possible for the County Council in 
such counties as Devon, Glamorgan, and 
the West Riding of Yorkshire to effect 
any control or any supervision over the 
14,000 voluntary schools?) It was im- 
possible in areas of that description. 
And yet the hon. Member for the Oxford 
University admitted, indeed asserted, 
that the voluntary schools were so im- 
perfect in their action, and so inferior 
in their quality, that it was absolutely 
necessary that some assistance should be 
given to them to bring them up to a 
decent standard. That was the state- 
ment also of the Leader of the House, 
though he seemed to have forgotten it. 
His hon. friend had said that the princi- 
pal object was secondary education. It 
was notorious that what the country 
expected was that the Government were 
going to supply, first of all, a good and 
efficient system of secondary education. 
But the First Lord said—‘I do not 
agree ; the principal object is the treat- 
ment of the voluntary schools.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


I did not say so. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
right hon. Gentleman had better not 
contradict me so discourteously. In my 
opinion he did say so. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Really, if T am 
misrepresented after I have explained it, 
| think the discourtesy is on the other 
side. I have explained what I did say. 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT said all 
he could say was that that was the im- 
pression left on his mind of what the right 
hon. Gentleman said, and he believed 
that that was the meaning conveyed to 
the Committee. What was the ground 
on which the ordinary primary schools 
were brought into the Bill? It was m 
order that they might get the rates and 
substitute them for voluntary subserip- 
tions to the voluntary schools. The 
Government might profess what they 
liked, but everybody knew that that was 
the object, and everybody saw it through 
out the whole scheme of the Bill. They 
were putting on the County Council a 
task which, asthe hon. Member for the 
Oxford University had said, necessariiy 
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raised the religious difficulty, because 
they were using public money for secta- 
rian purposes, and for that reason he 
should vote for the Amendment. 


(6.57.) Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) said the Amendment involved 
the whole future of secondary education 
in this country. If the Bill were kept in its 
present form, with elementary education 
within its scope, there was not the 
slightest doubt that it would result in 
secondary education being placed in the 
background for many years to come. If 
the Government had introduced a Bill 
dealing only with secondary education 
none could have complained. The matter 
had been considered more than once, and 
the Government might fairly regard 
themselves as having a mandate on that 
question. But who could say that the 
Government had a mandate to deal with 
the question of elementary education 4 
There was only one question before the 
country at the last general election, and 
that was the conduct of the war. He 
ventured to say that in bringing forward 
these far-reaching proposals with regard 
to elementary education, and, on the day 
peace was declared in South Africa, eom- 
mencing «a war on Nonconformists, the 
Government were taking a course which 
would not be sanctioned by a majority 
of the people in the country. He really 
trembled for the education authorities 
existing in Wales. For eight or ten 
years he had sat on one of those 
authorities. Hitherto they had worked 
together with the greatest cordiality, and 
the system of intermediate education had 
been carried on in the most harmonious 
manner. So far as the authority of 
which he was a member was concerned, 
they had not had a single division, upon 
any party or religious question, during 
the whole of that period. If the pro- 
visions of this Bill were carried into 
effect, the result would be that the 
paradise which they had lived in for the 
last ten years would be destroyed. He 
appealed to the Government, in the 
interests of secondary education, to 
accept the Amendment of his hon. friend. 
They had not heard a single word from 
the First Lord of the Treasury or the 
Vice-President of the Council to indicate 
that any important Amendment would 
be accepted when they came to deal with 
Part ILL. 

Sir Wiiliam Harcourt. 


‘COMMONS: 


Bill. 1176 


prepared to promise any alteration in 
Part IIl? If not, they would have to 
take the Bill as it stood, and oppose to 
the utmost of their power the insertion 
of Part III, for its adoption would mean 
the destruction of what had hitherto 
been a successful system of secondary 
education. 


*Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
said he was glad the silence of Minis 
terial Members had been broken, as it 
suggested conspiracy on the part of the 
Government to use its power in order to 
force through the Bill, as was done, with- 
out the alteration of a single word, upon 
a former occasion, and it was their duty 
to protest against such tactics. This 
Amendment proposed to divide second- 
ary from elementary education for the 
moment, and in supporting this — the 
Opposition were not unprepared to deal 
with the great question of elementary 
education; and he would remind _ the 
Committee that at the present time there 
was a national interest of pressing import- 
ance before it which demanded that 
secondary education should have — the 
first place in our legislative programme. 
The country had been waiting anxiously 
ever since the report of the Royal Com- 
mission on Secondary Education for the 
Bill under which secondary education 
would be adequately treated. It was 
necessary that they should now have a 
national system, universal throughout 
the country, developed; but one great 
objection to this Bill was that the second- 
ary system was optional, and that was 
the most serious blot on this part of the 
measure. They must have a_ system 
which was not permissive, and which 
applied to those counties where public 
opinion was not equal to the development 
of a system worthy of the great object 
which they all had at heart. Many 
localities were more interested in the 
question of pounds, shillings, and pence. 
But education was a matter of great 
concern, and where such considerations 
contributed to educational inefticiency, the 
power of Parliament should be exercised 
in order to insist upon the development 
of the intellect of the children, in order 
that they might climb the educational 
ladder, which was absolutely necessary to 
give this country the advantage of culti- 
vating its brain power. It was necessary 


: : : that this House should speak in no ut 
Was the right hon. Gentleman | 
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in those terms will be when we reach the 


second clause, and it does not seem to be 
relevant at present. 


*Mr. HELME: No, Sir: | intended to | 


allude to the permissive words in the 
second clause-—‘‘The local education 
authority may supply,” and ‘‘for that 
purpose may apply, and may spend such 
jurther sums as they think fit,” and to 
the limit of a twopenny rate, which 
would be altogether inefficient and un- 
worthy of a great measure. Continuing, 
the hon. Member said he should like to 
know something more about the financial 
proposals which were behind this Bill. 


He supported the Amendment in 
favour of dividing the two subjects 
dealt with in the Bill, and taking 
the secondary education part first. 
In Lancashire they had striven to 


do all they could to develop technical 
education, and now this Bill proposed 
to destroy those Technical Education 
Committees which had done so much to 
provide the technological instruction 
which was necessary for those engaged 
inmanutactures. Therefore they asked 
that the elementary education part of 
the Bill should be put second. This 
measure raised once more the religious 
dificnlty, and abolished the great School 
Boards which had been the great engines 
oi progressive education, and which had 
brought about a revolution in education. 
Naturally there was a strong feeling 
that it was not desirable to abolish 
boards which had had so much experience 
ind done such good work. Seeing the 
enormous difficulties which this Bill was 
going to introduce, he contended that 
it would be in the best interests of this 
country to divide the Bill into two parts, 
ani turn their immediate attention to 
secondary education. So they must 
strive, and, although they might be 
crushed by the numerical majority of 
the Government, they must remember 
that the commercial interests of the 
country were of far greater importance 
than mere Votes, and these could not be 
disregarded. 


(7.10.) Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) 
said that the clause which this Amend- 
ment dealt with enacted that the local 
council should be the education authority. 


{2 JUNE 1902} 
*TuE CHAIRMAN : The time to speak | 


Bill. 


One was astonished at the phraseology 
of the clause. No one in this Committee 
and no one on the Ministerial Bench had 
the slightest intention of making the 
County Council the education authority. 
On the contrary all that the County 
Council or the local authority was 
entitled to do was to take a very limited 
and modified part in the consitution of 
the education authority. That was the 
point of view from which one had to 
criticise this clause. No one desired to 
make the County Council the real educa- 
tion authority. If the Bill made the 
education: authority out of the local 
council, many hon. Members might 
accept that proposal. provided that it 
was accompanied by some provision for 
increasing the personnel of the County 
Council, and effecting some change in 
the character of those who constituted 
the council. To increase the duties of a 
County Council, as now constituted, to 
this extent would be to reduce that 
council to a condition resembling that 
of the House of Commons with a conges- 
tion of business not pleasant to con- 
template. The Government therefore 
proposed to give the County Council 
authority to take part in the formation 
of an educational authority. The new 
authority was to be a nominated 
authority. 
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“THe CHAIRMAN: Ido not know 
whether the hon. Member has looked at 
the Amendment, but if he has I wish to 
point out that he has not yet approached 
it in his speech. The only question is 
whether these new authorities shall deal 
with secondary as well as elementary 
education. 


Mr. ROBSON - said this clause 
would throw upon the Councils the 
duty of dealing with elementary educa- 
tion, and his remarks were directed to 
the proposed increase of their duties. 
That was what he objected to. The 
Government had devised a scheme 
whereby permission should be given to 
the County Councils to delegate duties to 


the Edueation Committee, and it was 
with that Education Committee the 
House had to deal in this clause. The 


Amendment suggested that the Education 

Committee should not have power to 

deal with elementary education. He did 
2X2 
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not regard the Education Committee as 
an authority to which this House would 
willingly entrust elementary education. 
It was not an elective Committee. It 
was nominated, and it was not nominated 
exclusively by an elected body. It was 
nominated partly by an elected body, 
and partly by other bodies of which the 
Government had given no definite 
information. The proposal in the Bill 
was to take the power from the elected 
School Board, and put it into the hands 
of those who were not eleeted but 
nominated by sectarian denominations. 
The sects would not only have control 
over their own schools, but the Bill 
imported the control of the sects into the 
national — schools. It meant that 
elementary education was to be taken 
away from popular control, so far as it 
was exercised by and through the School 
Board, and put under the control of a 
committee which would partly, and 
apparently very largely, be nominated by 
purely sectarian associations, whether the 
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Bill. 


that was to say, that the elementa:y 
education now administered in the board 
schools should be kept exclusively under 
public control. The Government in 
resisting that demand desired to place it 
largely and mainly under - sectarian 
control. [Ministerial cries of “No.”] 
Hon. Members opposite said “No,” but 
the more the Bill was examined it would 
be seen that the real meaning of the 
clause was that a_ sectarian system 
which had prevailed over the bulk of the 
schools should now prevail over them all, 
and that every school should now come 
mainly under sectarian control. That 
was the main reason why he supported 
the Amendment. 
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Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) rose to ¢on- 
tinue the debate. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, * That the Question 
be now put.” 





local authority liked it or not. 
not merely a question of local govern- 
They were fighting for something 
They were demanding 
education 
kept as it was under popular control, 


ment. 
more than that. 
that elementary 
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Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick. Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Beymer. William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 


Mr. Robson. 


This was 


he now put. 


should be 
Noes, 162. 


AYES. 


Campbell, Rt HnJ. A. (Glasgow 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon..J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore’r 
Chamberlayne, T.(S thampton 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Culitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies.SirHoratioD( Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Diekson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Doring: on, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 


The Committee divided :—Avyes, 25]: 
(Division List No. 190.) 


(7.18.) Question put, “That the Question 


Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dy ke, Rt Hon Sir Williain Hari 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot. Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Deni-or (York 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwa 
Fergusson, Kt. HinSird (Mane) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyn 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas ~ 
Fisher, Willian Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edware Algernon 
Fitzroy, Hon. Ed ward Algernon 
Fietcher, Rc. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Heury Wiiliam 
Foster, Sir Michael( Lond, Uni 
Fost er,Philips. (Warwick,s VV 
Galloway, William Jolinson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.A( City of Lond 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans 
Godson, SirAucustusk rederick 
Goidon, Hn. (Elein& Nairn 
Goidon,Maj Evans-(T’rH’ miets 
Gore, HG ti. C. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon: 
CGoschen, Hon. ¢ reorge Joachin 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene SirE W(Brys, Edis 
Gretton, Jolin 
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Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hall. Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Erie 


Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd‘derry) 
Hanbury. Rt. Hon. Robert Wim. 
Hardy. Laurence( Kent, Ashfrd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 


Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F (Shetteld, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 


Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham | 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
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M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Iver.SirLewis(Edinbur’h,W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 


| Martin, Richard Biddulph 
| Maxwell, RtHnsSirH. E( Wigt’n 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Mid’sx | 


Maxwell, WJ H(Dumiriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,J ohn Throgmort’n 


Mildimay, Francis Bingham 
| Mildimay, Fr Bing 


Milner, Rt. Ho. Sir Frederick. 


| Miteh-ll, William 
Heath, James(Statfords. N.W.) | 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


| Montaga, G. (Huntingdon) 


Montayu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
Morgan, David (W Ithamstow 
Morgan, Hn. Fred. (Monm’thsh 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Murray, Rt HnA.Graham(Bute 


Bill. 


Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(Nortl’mb, Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Tageart 


| Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 
| Stock, James Henry 


| Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 


Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 


Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir JohnH. 
Kenyvon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Joseph( Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson. Jolin Grant 

Lecky, Rt Hn. William Edw. H 
Lees. Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Liewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long. Rt Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Franeis William 

Loya, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, RtHn. W.G Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouce,, Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, RtHonHerbertHenry 
\therley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Banes, Major George Edward 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 


Myers, William Henry 


| Newdigate, Francis Alexander | 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 
Peel, Hn. Win Robert Wellesley 
Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyinan, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col, Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, Johns. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Rattigan, Sir Willian Henry 


| Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt-Col A.C. E (Taunton 
Welby, SirCharles G.E.(Notts 


| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 


Whiteley, H.(Ashton un. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
| Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 


Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Win. H.( Yorks. ) 


| Wodehouse, Rt Hn. E.R. ( bath) 


Remnant, James Farquharson | 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


NOES. 


Bowles, T.Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir Joho Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 


Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr, Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

I french, Peter 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
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Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F 

Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, Jolin 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon.Sir William 
Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C.E.H.( Bristol, E.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Jones, William Carnarvonshire | 


Joyce, Michael 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 


Langley, Batty 
Leamy, Edmund 


leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Govern, T. 


(7.33.) Question put accordingly, ‘ 
the words ‘ the purposes of this Act’ stand 


part of the Clause.” 


Abraham, William(Cork,N 
Acland- Hood, Capt. Sir Alex. rs 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Ambrose, Robert 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy | 
Balfour, Re. Hon. A.J.(Manech’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W( Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
darry, Sirk rancis T. (W indsor) | 
Bartley, George ©. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, RtHn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Beresford, Lord Charles Win. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
dignold, —om 
Bigwood, James 
Blake, Kx iward 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 


John 


{COMMONS} 


M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
| M‘Kean, John 
| M‘ a Reginald 
/M Manstield, Horace, Rendall 
| Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
| Mather, William 
| Mooney, John J. 





Morley, Rt. Hn. John(Montrose | 


| Moulton, John Fletcher 
| Nannetti, Joseph P. 

| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| Norman, Henry 

| Nussey, Thomas Willans 

10 ‘Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


| O’Brien, Kendal, Tip’erary,Mid | 


| O’Brien, yy ge ‘+k (Kilkenny) 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
| Connor, J: umes( Wie klow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

| O' Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
| Perks, Robert William 

| Sart Patrick Joseph 

} Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
| Redmond, William (Clare) 

| Reed,’ 
| 

| 


Rieckett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 

| Schwann, Charles E. 
| Shaw, Charles Edw. 


Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
‘That | The 
Noes, 114. 
AYES. 


| Bond, Edward 
| Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustield William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex 
Bowles, T.Gibson( King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hen. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
srown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Biymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
sutcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(GI'sg’w 
Campbell, Jobn (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carliie, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. SirEdward H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W (D’rbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chambei lain, Rt.Ho J. ( Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Vore. 
Chamberlayne, [. (S’ aanaees 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 





Bill. 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sinclair, John (¥orfarshire 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R. (N’thants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 

| Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A bel(Carmarthen, E. } 

| Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E ) 

Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 

Thomas,J.A(Glam rg’n,Gower 

Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
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| Wallace, Robert 


Walton,John Lawson(Leeds.s. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, ‘Thomas CourtenayT. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 


| White, Luke (York, E.R.) 


| Whitley, J. H. 
| Whittaker, 


| Wilson, 
sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 


(Halifax) 
Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioueth 
Jobn (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersf d 


| Young, Samuel 


| Yoxall, 


(Stafford) | 


Committee 


James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Mr. William M* Arthur. 


divided : Ayes, 299 
(Division List No. 191.) 


| Clare, Uctavius Leigh 

| Coghill, Douglas Harry 

| Cohen, Benjamin Louis 

| Collings, Kt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomh,SirJd ohnCharles Ready 

Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 

Corbett, A.C imeron(Glasgow}) 

Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 

| Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Engene 

Cripps, ‘ ‘harles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

| Davenport, William Bromley- 

| Davies,SirHoratioD.(Cbatlm 

Delany, William 

Denny, Colonel 

Dicksor-Poynder, 

| Dillon, John 
Doselan, Captain A. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 

Dougla as, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Sir John P. 





| 


Doxford, Sir Wim. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

| Durnine-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Kt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
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Egerton. Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliott, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Faber, George Denison (York) 


Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | 


Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Manr. 
Firench, Peter 

Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Si 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy,Hn. Edward Algernon 
F'etcher, Rt Hon. Sir Henry 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Henry William 
Foster,SirMichael (Lond. Uni. 
Foster, VhilipS.(Warwick,SW 
Galloway. William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs. Hon AG H(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary(St. Albans) 
Gilhooly, James 

Godson. Sir AugustusFred’rick 
Gordon. In. J. E.( Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon,Maj Evans( {rH ml'ts 
Gore, HnG RC Orsmby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. sir John Elden 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJ oachim 
Goulding. Edward Alrred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
GreeneSir EW(BryS Edm’nds 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

(mest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hall, Eoward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG (Mid’x 
Hamilton. Marq. of (L’nd’nd’ ry 
Hammond, John 

Henbury Rr. Hon Robert Win. 
tardy, Laurence (Kent,Asht'd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath. James (Staffords, N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 

tle rmon- Hodge, Robt. ‘Trotter 
Hoare, Sir Scinuel 

Hobhonse. Henry (Somerset, E 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope} F.(She flield, Bri’ htside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth,SirW m. Heory 
Howard, J. (Midd. , Tottenham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
dettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Beltast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kenn raway. Rt. Hn. SirJohn I. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W (Salop 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton,Hon. Frederick Win. 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpvol 
Lawson, John Grant 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wim. Edw. H. 


tobert Bannatyne | 


{2 JuNE 1902} 


Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
peg Col. Charles W.(Ev’sham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Brist’],S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Lo wther, ht. Hn. James (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col, Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ae J.(Portsm uth 
Lundon, W. 

ee Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Kt Hn WG Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr Thomas J. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Maconochie, A. W 
MacVeagh Jeremiah 
M’Ar-hur, Charles (L ive1 pool) 
M Govern, ‘I’. 

M’Hugh, Patrick A. 

M’ Iver, SirLewis(Edinb'rgh W 
M Kean, John 

M Killop, — (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, tieh: ard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH E(Wigt'n 
Maxwell, W..J.H(Dumfriessh. 
Melville. Beresford Valentine 
Meysey- Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Micdlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. SirFrederickG. 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn.J. Scott (Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Mooney, John J. 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, David J (W’Ith’mstow 
Morgan, Hn. Fred( Monin’ thsh, 
Morre?l, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. A (Deptf'rd 
Murray, Rt HnA Gr'h’m (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nanretti, Joseph P. 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. ) 
O'Connor, 'T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Win. Robt. Wellesley 
Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

tandles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
temnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

tutherford, John 

Sackville, Col S. G.Stopford- 
Sadler, Col Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
S+ton- Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H_ (Hertford, East 
Smith, HC(N’th’nb. lyne-ide) 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks 
Smith,Hon. W.F.D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart.SirMarkJ. M’Taggart 
ee Maxwell, Sit Jolin M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Scurt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHnJ G (Oxford Univ. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vineent, Sir Edyar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col William Hall 
Warr, Augustus Frelerick 
Webb, Colon+]William Georve 
Welby, Lt.-Col. AC E( faunton 
Welby Sir Charles G. E.( Notts 
Wharton, it. Hon. Join Lloyd 
Whiteley, H( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Alyernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell (Birm 
Wills, Sir Frederic k 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. E. R. (Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, William 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, CharlesP.(Glouc. Stroud 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asyuith, RtHon Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, i. 

Banes, Major George Edward 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
B aumonrt, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Caine, William Sproston 
‘aldwell, James 

‘ameron, Robert 
‘ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
‘auston, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Daviex,M. Vanghan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dann, Sir William 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott. Alfred 
E.vans.SirkraneisH (MWidstone 
Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 


~ 


~-- 


{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Hardie,,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Harmsworth, R. (Leicester) 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemplill,Rt. Hon Charles H. 
Hobhoase, C.K. H. (Bristol. FE. ) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, Jobn Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

M’Crae, George 

M’ Kenna, Reginald 

M’ Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, William 
Morley. Rt. Hn.Jolin( Montrose 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Perks, Robert: William 

Reed, Sir Edw: James(Carditf) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
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toberts, John H. (Denbighs, ) 
Runeiman, Walter 

Russell, [. W. 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick b.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt HnC KR (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen,£,) 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, , ) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Coarlee Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Jolin Lawson(Leeds,s, 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams. Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Jobn (Durhem, Mid.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T(ELuddersfd 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Glad-toneand 
Mr. William M’ Arthur, 





It being after half-past 


make his Report to the House. 
Committee report sit 


progress; to 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND 
BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrger (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 1 :- 


(9.0.) Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, 
Satfron Walden) moved an Amendment 
providing that for the purposes of the 
Act School Boards in boroughs, and in 


Seven of 
the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 


WALES) 


urban districts with a population of 
10,000, and for other areas the County 
Councils and County Borough Councils 
should be the local education authority. 
He said he was not insistent on adhering 
to the words of the Amendment, but he 
put it forward as an attempt to retain 
for the country the benefits of the School 
Board system- which had done so good 
and great a work for the last thirty years, 
in the education of children. He wished 
the system preserved, therefore, even if its 
operations were limited to large urban 
areas. It had worked well and it had 
secured the confidence of the voters as was 
proved by the large number of votes cast 
at the last elections, and the pride 
evinced in our Board, Schools. Regular 
attendance and efficiency had been secured, 
and the most business-like educational 
experts had devoted their efforts to the 
work at great personal sacrifice ; but if 
this Bill were passed unaltered their 
| services would no longer be available to 
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the country. Nearly all these men con- | 
demned the Government proposals. Per- | 
sonally he did not claim to be an educa- 
tional expert, but he had been a manager | 
for twenty years of ten voluntary schools, | 
he had served ten years on a Borough | 
Council, and three years ona town School | 
Board, fourteen years on a County Council, | 
and twelve years on a Technical Education | 
Committee. He claimed some right | 
therefore to criticise the Government pro- 
posals from a practical point of view. ‘The 
Durham County Council was not pre- 
pared to to take up elementary education 
until it had digested secondary education. 
There were in all 302 boroughs ; 193 pos- | 
sessed School Boards, and those which did | 
not might, of course, either establish them 

oraliow their Borough Councils to manage 

the schools. Universal tribute had been 

paid from ministers down to inspectors | 
to the work of the Sehool Boards. A 

former Vice-President of the Committee | 


of the Council, the right hon. Gentleman | 
the Member for Dartford, said— 


“Hon. Members seemed to regard the Bill 
as a serious inrvad and attack on School 
Boards. He said advisedly, as an education- 
alist first, and a party man afcerwards, that if 
he thonght such injury would be inflicted he 
would not vote for the Second Reading.” 
Again, Sir John Gorst, who now repre- 
sented the Board of Education in the 
House of Commons, had declared— 

“Two-fifths of the children of school age are 
to be found in the Metropolis, and in the large 
county boroughs, having their own School 
Boards. In these, the Act of 1870 has worked 
in a most satisfactory manner ; the Members of 
the Boards have been generally elected from those 
who are sincerely desirous of promoting good 
education, and who take a Jively interest in 
Municipal Government, and they have 
established thoroughly etticient schools... . 
The effect of the School Board system in the 
borougns has been greatly to raise the level | 
of elementary education.” 
Bearing in mind these statements he | 
ventured to assert that to put a system | 
so approved into the melting pot, would | 
damage us commercially and otherwise. 
The one authority idea was not really | 
promoted by the Bill. Thus the Walls- | 
end and Wellington Quay School Board, | 
economically managed education under | 
one board at present, whereas under the | 
Bill, the management would be divided | 
between two authorities. 


Hebburn, Jar- | 


row and Monkton had one board, but the | 
Bill would give the control of the educa- 
tion in these places to three authorities. | 
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He did hope that the Government would 
make some concession so that this good 
work might be preserved to the country. 
Sir Joshua Fitch, in a very able article 
in the Vineteenth Century on the composi- 
tion of School Boards had pointed out 
that membership of these _ bodies 
demanded special qualification, and it 
was desirable that those who joined them 
should be unhampered by other duties. 
If his Amendment were accepted, he 
believed it would simplify the task which 
the Government had undertaken, and it 


| certainly would simplify the educational 


system of the country. In the case of 
the 100 boroughs which had no School 
Boards, if the Government thought it 
advisable in the event of accepting his 
Amendment to provide that the Borough 
Councils should undertake the work of 
education in those places he would accept 
that. We had a large number of 


| authorities in this country, and some ot 


them might very well be amalgamated. 
He believed there were 29,000 of one 
kind and another, at the present moment 
attacking the English ratepayers. With 
regard to taxation, the present system 
might very well continue. The muni- 
cipal authorities might still levy the 
borough rate on the precept of the 
School Board. One great objection to 
the proposal of the Government was this, 
that the boroughs of the country tound 
it very difficult now to secure the best 
men to carry on municipal work. It 
involved a great demand upon time, and 
as a fact the Borough Councils were not 
composed of the men most calculated to 
give the necessary impulse to educational 
efficiency. If they put more work upon 
those Borough Councils he was afraid that 
they would become more and more inefli- 
He could not imagine what was the 
great objection to the School Board 
system, unless it was that to a certain 
extent it had been in competition with 
denominational schools and had proved 
more efficient, thereby creating jealousy 
on the part of the supporters of the de- 
nominational schools. But under the pro- 
visions of this Bill denominationalists were 
to receive rate support, where they never 
had it in the past, and consequently that 
ought to remove the objection ot their 
supporters to the School Board schools. 
It was sometimes said that the School 
Boards had proved very expensive. No 
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doubt the burden had been very heavy 
in those rural districts where agricultural 
depression was more felt, but he denied 
that, taking the School Boards as a 
whole, and especially in the case of the 
boroughs, there had been any great 
waste of public money. It was almost 
impossible to earmark the result of the 
expenditure, but the fact that the School 
Boards had retained the confidence ot 
the ratepayers showed that they had 
given satisfaction to the public. It 
might be said that the School Board 
was not a suitable authority to carry 
on the higher branches of education ; 
that they had their hands full with 
elementary education, and that the 
Government had already entrusted the 
higher education to municipal autho- 
rities, who had done good work in 
organising it. In reply to that, he 
would say he was quite satisfied that 
even if the right hon. Gentleman left 
School Boards where they now were 
with regard to the control of elementary 
education, it would be very easy, in 
relation to secondary education, to devise 
a system whereby a _ joint-committee, 
representative of School Board Councils 
and Technical Education Committees, 
might take control. They could so 
dovetail the system that it would work 
harmoniously trom top to bottom. They 
could bring the local authorities into 
communication with each other, and 
difficulties as to area boundaries could 
easily be overcome. I' might be said 
that the Government proposal would do 
wway with the expense of School Board 
elections, but such a saving could equally 
well be effected by having all local 
elections in a town held on one day. He 
feared the Government scheme would 
entail the appointment of a large staff 
of inspectors, while with the abolition of 
the School Board system they would 
cease to enjoy the advantage of having 
women on the educational authority, 


who were better fitted to deal with 
questions especially affecting female 


teachers and girl pupils. He moved the 
Amendment, animated by a sincere love 
of education, and with the conviction 
that a system like that of the School 
Board, which had been found to work 
well, should be adhered to, and not be 
cast aside for the doubtful experiment 
of creating a new authority. 
Mr. Joseph A, Pease. 


{COMMONS} 


He believed | 
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that if the Government adhered to their 
proposal in the Bill, and abolished the 
School Boards, a time would come when 
their policy would be reversed and they 
would have to secure a system of more 
direct control by the ratepayers. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 1, line 7, after the word ‘ Act,’ to 
insert the words ** School Boards in boroughs, 
and in urban districts with a population of ten 
thousand, and for other areas.” —(.Wr. Joseph A, 
Perse.) 


(Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted ”’ 


(9.25.) Tut VICE-PRESIDENT or tue 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir Joun Gorst, Cambridge 
University) said the Committee would 


be perfectly well aware that this 
Amendment proposed to change the 
whole scope and principle of the Bill, 


and it was therefore quite impossible that 
it could beaccepted. He did not want to 
oppose it on merely technical grounds, 
but he must point out that it would 
establish a very complicated system. He 
could quite understand the observation 
made by the hon. Member as to the un- 
willingness of the county of Durham to 
undertake elementary education, because 
in the large boroughs and urban districts 
they already had School Boards. This 
Amendment would except all those from 
the operation of the Bill, but he would 
point out that, although borough areas 
were very generally coterminous with 
the School Board districts, urban districts 
were not always the units of School Board 
districts, and a very considerable. re- 
arrangement of boundaries would be re- 
quired. The point of the hon. Gentle- 
man was that, inthe large boroughs and 
non-county boroughs, the School Boards, 
which had done excellent work, should 
be preserved. The hon. Gentleman had 
quoted a sentence of his (Sir John Gorst s) 
about the work of the School Boards. Not 
one single syllable of that did he desire to 
withdraw. He had been held up to the 
indignation of the people as the enemy of 
theSchool Boards. He was nothing of the 
kind. Ever since he had held oftice as 
the Vice-President of the Council he had 
always borne testimony to the good work 
done in most of the large towns by the 
School Boards. 
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Dr. MACNAMARA : Not in London. 


Sin JOHN GORST: Yes, even in Lon- 
don. He had suffered martyrdom because 
he had borne testimony to the extremely 
excellent religious instruction given in 
the London Board Schools. He had never, 
in speaking of even the London School 
Board, uttered anything against the 
day schools except such ecriticism—which 
hesupposedthey could bear —asthat their 
schools were too large. Then why could 
not the School Boards be preserved ? 
Because in all the large towns there are 
two great educational authorities whose 
powers overlap, and this led to a waste 
of public money. To secure etticiency in 
the management of the schools in large 
towns, all the powers must be vested in 
either the School Boards or the Municipal 
Councils. He had said before, and he re- 
peated aguin tonight that, as far as the 
interests of education are concerned, in 
places like Manchester, Bradford, and 
Liverp ol, it does not matter a pin whether 
the management of the schools is vested 
in the Town Council or in the School 
Board. Why had the Government pre- 
ierred the former?! It was entirely 
upon the principle that it was most 
essential for the strength and power of 
local government that there should be 
one authority responsible for the rates 
of the town. The most certain way to 
weaken local government was to have 
two independent authorities, each levying 
rates tor ‘different purposes. ‘This fact 
was recognised in the United States, 
where, despite the diversity of such 
systems in the various Staces, the final 
power of the purse was, in almost every 
cise, in the hands of the municipal or 
county authority. He appealed to his 
right hon. friend the Member for South 
Aberdeen to bear him out on this point. 


Mr. BRYCE said he could safely say 
that, wherever the rating power was not 
vested in the education authority, it 
was the practice of the rating authority 
to impose all such rates as the education 
authority required. 


Sik JOHN GORST said that that 
might be practice, but the rating 


tuthority alone had the power of rating. 
I : ‘ ' 

He challenged the right hon. Gentleman 
to produce a ease in which the education 
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authority had the power to lay an un- 
limited rate, without reference to the 
City or the County Council. 


Mr. BRYCE said he believed that 
there were such cases, but it was not 
easy, on the spur of the moment, to 
answer as to the law in forty-five States. 


Sir JOHN GORST said that that 
might be, but he had tried to find 
such a case and had failed to do so. 
Apparently the right hon. Gentleman, 
who was a much better authority than 
he was on the American constitution, 
did not know ofa case either. It had 
been said that the Bill was going to 
destroy such School Boards, and all the 
work that they had done. But the 
School Boards were not permanent 
bodies ; they were elected every three 
years by the ratepayers. The Municipal 
Council would only take the place of a 
newly elected School Board. He did not 
think that in a place like Bradford, for 
instance, there was likely to be any 
interruption of the continuity of the 
work. The Municipal Council there 
would, he conceived, be likely to appoint 
some of its members on the educational 
committee, and to avail itself also, of 
the services of the members of the 
existing School Board. He had not the 
slightest doubt that in the great towns 
the work of such School Boards would be 
carried on under the Town Council in 
exactly the same way asit had been 
earried on before, and that the difticulties 
and dangers and disasters prophesied by 
hon. Members opposite would never 
occur. It was most essential in the 
interests of education that some method 
should be found, by which the good 
work in the direction of higher educa- 
tion, established by School Boards in time 
past, should be saved and he felt sure 
that good work would not be thrown 
away, but would be continued by the 
Town Councils under the powers given 
by this Bill. The Government, however, 
would be reidy to accept any sugges- 
tions for the improvement of the Bil 
which would ensure that object. 


*(9.38.) Mr. MATHER (Lancashire, 
Rossendale) said that the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman, the Vice-President, 
must have produced a very disappointing 
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impression on those Members on that 
side of the House who had, for weeks 
past, been endeavouring to assist the 
Government, by alternative proposals, to 
make the Bill an effective measure of 
national education. They had been 
taunted on that side of the House that 
they had not supported the Government 
in their proposals for advancing the 
education of the country. He repudiated 
that suggestion. ‘The only educational 


standard existing in this country 
in regard to elementary education 


was that erected by the School Boards 
in the last 30 years. He would like to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman and hon. 
Gentlemen on the other side of the 
House, if they regarded themselves as 
the only source of light and patriotism 


or the only channel through which 
intelligence could tlow? Did not the 
Opposition represent anything! He 


granted that they were rather, for the 
moment, a conglomeration of atoms, 
but on this question of education they 
were bound together by a great principle. 
They earnestly desired that education 
should no longer be trifled with, and 
there was no Amendment that could be 
proposed which would make so much 
for etticiency in education and simplicity 
of administration, as that proposed by 
his hon. friend. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Vice President had argued 
that there could not be two education 
authorities in one town, and that as the 
Municipal Council had authority in one 
direction already, it must be taken as 
the one authority. But all the authority 
the municipality had at present was to 
carry on technical education under the 
Technical Instruction Act. But what 
did that amount to! It amounted to 
this, that with the whiskey money and 
a penny rate they might build one large 
technical school, the management of 
which was handed over to 1 Committee. 


He maintained that no municipal 
authority could attempt the task of 
superintending elementary education 


without entirely recasting its existing 
constitution. He therefore urged that 
the municipal authorities should be 
allowed to devote themselves to secondary 
education, for some time at least, and 
that the School Boards should continue 
their work of devoting themselves to 
elementary education. Then 
Mr, Mather. 


‘COMMONS! 
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voluntary schools would come under 
these conditions which hon. Gentlemen 
opposite considered desirable, and which 
would fgive them support out of the 
rates. If the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite made this concession, he 
would help the Opposition to do good 
work in the construction of this Bill 
instead of working for its destruction, 
The question ot control and efficiency 
did not in the least interfere with the 
suggestion of his hon. friend. They 
asked that these long-established bodies, 
which had great experience, and which 
admirably performed the work entrusted 
to them, should continue until such 
time as Parliament saw fit to alter their 
position and status. He considered that 
they had a right to press that view on 
the Government with all the earnestness 
which it was in their power to exert. 
He did not know whether the right 
hon. Gentleman intended io take up a 
non possmiuus position trom first to last 
in connection with the Bill. {Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour dissented.| | He was delighted 
to hear that indication from the right 
hon. Gentleman. If the right hon. 
Gentleman would make the concession 
now asked, he would open the door to 
the Opposition to do good work in the 
construction of the Bill, instead of work- 


ing for its destruction. He would, 
therefore, urge on the right hon. 


Gentleman the necessity of accepting 
the Amendment, or some modification 
of it. ‘There wasa further point. They 
wanted co-ordination—one system, one 
authority, no overlapping, and _pertect 
unity of administration. That ideal 
could not be realised, in his opinion, 
perfectly, unless by the retention of the 
School Boards. A statutory obligation 
that they and the secondary authorities 
should at once draw up schemes would 
enable co-ordination to be perfect. It 
would mean co-ordination, not only in 
the sense of there being no overlapping. 
hut would create a mutual interest, each 
authority doing its very best. One 
anthority would be devoted to one stage 
of education, the other to another, and 
they would be dove-tailed together i 
perfect harmony. Only Jast winter in 
Manchester there were gathered together 
in one room in the Town Hall members 
of the Owens’ College, members of the 


the | technical schools, now the great pride 
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of Manchester, and members of the 
School Board, who were all united in 
periect accord in a free and voluntary 
arrangement. All the projects in the 
Bil with regard to unifying the two 
erades of education were based, not on 
experience, but on theory. Ii the 
Amendment were accepted, and if the 
new authorities to be set up by the Bill 
iailed in the work of elementary educa- 
tion. then the School Boards could be 
extended. More than that, the accept- 
ance of the Amendment would cause 
the Bill to pass through the House of 
Commons as representing a compromise 
without any necessity for an Autumn 
sssion, and it would give immense 
satisfaction to the working classes, who, 
after all, are the chief beneficiaries of 
national education. He spoke with 
earnestness on the matter, because his 
onvictions were deep ; and he appealed 
to the right hon. Gentleman to aecept 
the Amendment, or, if not, to re- 
serve the matter for the consideration 
of the Cabinet, and not compel the Opposi- 
tion to conelude that the Bill was never 
intended to consult their feelings, but 
simply to satisfy one particular party in 
this House. He himself did not accept 
that He believed that earnest 
minds had been engaged on the Bill, and 
ie therefore hoped that the right hon. 
Gentleman would give the appeal he now 
made to him full consideration. 


view. 


Mr. 


Was 


(10.0.) GRAY (West Ham, N.) 
said he not quite sure whether 
the hon. Member was aware of it or not, 
ut a great portion of his argument was 
entirely against the Amendment which he 
rose to support. He had been for some 
considerable time emphasising the  ad- 
vantage which would accrue to the com- 
munity, if School Boards in cities like 
Manchester were left to work ia harmony 
with Technical Committees. They could 
meet in the same room, organise schemes, 
and carry on education, the School Board 
being the authority for one branch of 
education and the Technical Commitice 
Did the 
hon. Gentleman realise what the Amend- 
r EF that in 
-there limitation, it 
might be a county borough or the smallest 
of horoughs-— 


1 
tr 


the authority for the other. 
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*Mr. MATHER said that his hon. friend 
had endeavoured to show to the right 
hon Gentleman who was responsible for 
the Bill that he merely wished a conces- 
sion in the direction of the Amendment. 


Mr. GRAY said that the hon. Gentle- 
man supported an Amendment, but 
wished it to be amended. 


Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE said he was 
prepared to take any concession from the 
Government which would retain Schoo! 
Boards in the large towns for the pur- 
poses of elementary education. 


Mr. GRAY said that, considering the 
days which had elapsed since the Second 
Reading, they might have had an Amend- 
ment which they could discuss, and not an 
Amendment from which hon. Members 
opposite ran away. That was not deal- 
ing with a serious question in a business- 
like way, and was not treating the House 
of Commons with proper respect. It was 
the sort of thing which might be expected 
if the Second Reading had been taken 
yesterday, and, in the circumstances, the 
Committee was entitled to deal with the 
Amendment as it stood on the paper. 
The Amendment proposed that boroughs, 
large and small, should have School 
Boards as the authority for elementary 
education ; but the hon. Member for the 
Rossendale division declared that he for 
one, had no desire to extend the School 
Board system. He would wish to draw the 
attention of the Committee to the faet that, 
neither during the debate on the Second 
Reading nor the debate in Committee, had 
any hon, Member opposite ever attempted 
to deal seriously with the argument 
put forward again and again which desired 
to secure one single authority that would 
spend the money and levy the rate. 
Never had that principle been dealt with 
seriously during the whole course of the 
discussions on the Bill, Every con- 
ceivable argument was brought forward 
with reference to the excellent work ot 
the School Boards, the necessity for con- 
tinuing them, the desirability of direct 
election, and so on, but hon. Members 
refrained trom dealing seriously with 
the question of the rating authority being 
also the spending authority. The Vice 
President said that it was in the tn- 
terest of the local Government that there 
should be one authority, but ke might 
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have said further that it would be in 
the interests of education also. In his 
opinion nothing had done more to retard 
the progress of education than the con- 
stant cavilling of the rating authority 
against the expenditure of the School 
Board. At every borough council 
election the borough councillors declared 
that they were not responsible for the 
rate; that it was the spendthrift School 
Board, which might have done its work 
economically, but instead, squandered 
the rate-payer’s money. If the rating 
authority was the spending authority 
it would not grumble at its own work 
and would not retard the progress of 
education. Members of School Boards 
on the other hand declared, at the 
election times, that they were hampered 
by the control of the rating authority. 
He was not concerned to inquire what 
was the position inthe United States, he 
was concerned at the position at home. 
He recollected that in 1894 or 1895, in 
one of the largest towns in the country, 
the borough council proposed to disallow 
theSchool Board rate for the year and that 
proposal was only rejected by one vote. 
That such a state of things should be 
possible was neither in the interest of 
good Government or of education, and 
he should to hon. Gentlemen 
who advocated the continued existence 


suggest 


of School Boards, that they should 
address themselves seriously to the 
question of good Government and 


educational progress, neither of which 
could, in his opinion, be secured until 
the rating authority was also the spend- 
ing authority. As one more interested 
in the educational side rather than in 
the rating side of the question, he had 
come to the definite conclusion that the 
Borough Councils and the County Coun- 
cils would do the work as efficiently as 
ever the School Boards did it in the past. 
He was amused to hear the suggestion 
that there was no other standard of 
efliciency than that set up by the School 
Boards. That showed a _ lamentable 
lack of knowledge of the gre.t work 
accom plished by the Technical Committees 
of the County Councils. He admitted 
that the Technical Committees did not 
seek election every three years, and had 
no need to advertise their good work. 
There was no better education authority 
throughout the whole country{than the 


Mr. Gray. 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 


1200 


‘Technical Committee of the London 
County Council, and no _ educational 
work hadj been done in Manchester 
better than that which had been done by 
the Technical Committee of the Man- 
chester County Council. 


*\Mr. MATHER said he had served on 
both bodies for many years, and made 
his statement from his own knowledge 
and experience. 


Mr. GRAY said that he was quite 
prepared to admit that part of the success 
of the Technical Edueation Committee 
was due to the hon. Gentleman’s efforts, 
The hon. Gentleman devoted time and 
trouble to educational matters, and his 
record in Manchester would stand 
higher for the good work he did in that 
district than for his work in supporting 
an Amendment such as that now before 
the Committee. He hoped the hon. 
Gentleman would not consider him pre- 
sumptuous in saying that no one recog 
nised more fully and frankly than he did, 
the good work accomplished by the right 
hon. Gentleman, though he could hotaccept 
the suggestion of the hon. Gentleman that 
they could only have efficiency by con- 
tinuing the Manchester School Board and 
the Manchester Technical Committee as 
two separate authorities. The hon. 
Gentleman himself would not desire that 
the School Boards, truncated as they 
now were by recent decisions, should 
continue. He would desire their olde: 


powers conferred upon them. 


far 


*Mr. MATHER said that all that would 
be taken from the School Boards would 
remain with the secondary authority. 


Mr. GRAY asked if he were to under- 
stand that it was seriously advaneed by 
the hon. Gentleman and _ his friends, that 
in future the School Board should con- 
tinue as the authority for elementary 
education given to children below the 
age of fifteen, which would be limited to 
the three R’s. He never believed that 
anyone would think of suggesting that 
the School Boards, cut down as they now 
were by law, should be continued ; and 
he: hoped that no one, who looked at the 
question from the point of view oi 
education rather than from the party 
point of view, would ever vote for two 
authorities, one for elementary education 
and the other for secondary education. 
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That was the proposal he was fighting 
against ; whatever might be the phraseo- 
logy it always remained, and he ventured 
to assert, knowing something of the work 
of popular education, that they would 
get neither educational control nor pro- 
gress until they had a single authority 
exercising jurisdiction in a wide area 
and controlling all forms of education, 
from kindergarten up to the level of the 


Education {2 


universities. That was the urgent 
popular necessity of the hour. Before 
the Government introduced their Bill 


it was possible to get hon. Gentlemen 
opposite to agree to it. He had a 
lively recollection of what took place in 
a committee room upstairs, in which 
hon. Gentlemen, who now stigmatised the 
Bill as everything bad, endorsed the prin- 
ciple of a single authority for all forms of 
education, although they now supported 
an Amendment that the School Boards 
should continue side by side with the 
secondary authorities. That was before 
the element of partisan politics was 
imported. For years past, on publie plat- 
forms up and down the country, he 
pleaded for one authority, and he saw 
that plea endorsed by Nonconformists, 
Anglicans, Catholies, Liberals and Tories, 
regardless of creed or party po itics. But 
the moment the Government put it into 
i Bill, it was treated from a partisan 
The opposition to the Bill was 
not educational; it was party and 
sectarian, and nothing but that. Accord- 
ing to the Amendment, every borough 
should be allowed to retain its school 
education, but he maintained that witha 
population of less than 10,000 it would 
he impossible to make suitable provision 
ior secondary education. One of the 
main arguments of the right hon. Gentle 
man the Member for South Aberdeen 
against the Bill was that there ought to be 
i wide area for secondary education, and 
a narrow area for elementary education ; 
but the Amendment ran directly counter 
to that. He thought the best thing to 
he done was to let 


aspect. 


Gentlemen 
opposite settle their differences among 


hon. 


themselves, and when they had secured 
some approach to agreement, to put 
forward an Amendment from which they 
would he prepared not to run away, to 
which they could give undivided support, 
and which might be worthy of the serious 
criticism of the Committee. 
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(10.24.) Dr. MACNAMARA said that 


whatever might be the precise terms of the 
Amendment, no doubt the hon. Member 
who moved it directed himself to the case 
of the great boroughs, and his hon. friend 
the Member for the Rossendale division 
dealt exclusively with that case. He 
desired to make an appeal to the First 
Lord of the Treasury on behalf of the 
great county boroughs. He confessed he 
saw no means of securing an effective 
ad hoc authority in county areas, but he 
wished to direct attention to the case of 
the great county boroughs. In 1896, the 
Kirst Lord of the Treasury on the Second 
Reading of the Bill of that year, said that 
the Bill would not apply against the 
wishes of the local authorities themselves. 
He ventured to make that appeal now. 
Why should that particular form of 
government be thrust on the county 
horoughs ! Local option was the plea of 
the Vice President many times in connec- 
tion with the question, and local option 
was the plea of the First Lord of the 
Treasury on the Second Reading of the 
Bill of 1896, and he now pleaded for 
local option in regard to the great county 
horoughs. The First Lord of the 
Treasury in 1896 wrote to a correspondent, 
stating that the aim of the Bill of that 
year was not to destroy the School Board 
system in the great county 
Then the right hon. Gentleman went on 
to say that it was desirable to have one 
authority, but he added that although 
that important reform was rendered pos- 
sible by the Bill, it was not obligatory, 
and that it was not intended to force 
a change on reluctant local aythorities. 
He could show the right hon. Gentleman 
many reluctant authorities. who desired 
the privilege of local option, and the 
right hon. Gentleman had the support 
ot the Vice President, which was not 
always possible in educational matters. 
The great School Boards did not want 
the happy despatch, and did not desire 
to see their duties extinguished. The 
Vice President might say that they were 
interested parties, but what about the 
municipal councillors. They did not want 
the change; they thought they had got 
enough to do as it was, and that if the 
work of education were added to their 
present burden, they would not be able 
to carry out the work effectively. Already 
the Cardiff City Council had passed a 


boroughs. 


resolution against devolving on them the 
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work of education, and the Gloucester 
City Council had passed a similar resolu- 
tion. The Manchester City Council also 
passed a series of resolutions, which, if 
earried, would modify the Bill to an 
extent which would make it unrecognis- 
able. The article of the Vice President 
in the Vorth American Review had already 
been quoted, but when it was written the 
right hon. Gentleman was smarting under 
the withdrawal of the Bill of 1896, and 
he took his revenge by writing an article 
of a progressive character. He would not 
quote from it further. because perhaps 
the right hon. Gentleman was ina temper 
at the time he wrote it, but he thought 
he was entitled to quote what the right 
hon. Gentleman said at Bradford on 
January llth, 1899. He said it would 
be a most unfortunate thing if the work 
of School Boards in the great citics— 
higher grade, science, and evening 
continuation schools—were in any way 
to be interfered with. Why did the right 
hon. Gentleman now countenance that 
unfortunate proposal? He claimed the 
Vice President’s vote for the continuance 
of an dor authority inthe great county 
boroughs. Then again the right hon. 
Gentleman said that there was much to 
be said in favour of making the education 
authority for all purposes such School 
Boards as now existed in many of the 
jarge cities. To-night he said it did no 
matter a pin whether the Council or the 
School Board was to be the authority for 
education, but if it did not matter a pin, 
and if much were to be said for making 
the School Boards the edueation authority, 
why not make them that authority. He 
thought the First Lord of the ‘Treasury 
misunderstood him on the Second Read- 
ing. He did not ask that the School 
Boards should be left truncated, with only 
purely elementary education to deal with. 
He was with the Vice President, and 
would make the School Boards the 
author ity for all grades of edueation. The 
First Lord of the Treasury replied that 
that could 
municipal authorities had already been 
at work on education for so many years. 
They had work for thirteen 
years on a very branch of 
education which they got quit » ad- 
ventitiously. The First Lord of the 
Treasury would) remember that in 
[8&8 it was proposed to extinguish public 


not be done because the 


been at 


narrow 


Dr. Mucnamara. 
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house licences. That proposal was with- 
drawn, and the money bad to be allocated 
to some specific purpose or it would have 
dropped into the Sinking Fund. There 
was a strong endeavour to secure it for 
technical education, and it was sent down 
to the local authorities with a strong hint 
that they ought to spend it on technical 
education if they wished its continuance, 
He was not pleading on behalf of the 
authorities, who had done that work 
admirably, but he was pleading on behalf 
of men who were engaged in educational 
work for thirty-two years, and were 
elected to discharge that work. —Not- 
withstanding the gibes of the Vice- 
President the School Boards had dene 
magnificent work for the poorer classes 
of the country. He himself was almost 
ashamed that he was a School Board 
member, because when he mentioned it, 
it always caused a derisive laugh from 
the Treasury beneh. {Hox. MEMBbERs: 
No, no!| Then he must have misunder- 
stood the facial expression of many 
Members opposite when School Boards 
were referred to. As one elected directly 
for educational purposes he claimed that 
the School Boards had blundered on, as 
the Vice President was only too ready to 
assure them, until they had obtained a 
certain amount of educational experience 
That experience was an asset which it was 
now proposed to throw ruthlessly away. 
lf the Council of any county borough 
said that it had enough to do already, 
and that it thought that education was 
of sufticient importance to call for the 
direct intervention of a School Board, 
why not let it have a School Board ! 
From his experience of School Boards 
they had always treated voluntary scl 
quite as handsomely as they were treated 
by the Town Councils. Indeed, they had 
treated them more handsomely, because 
there were on the School Boards many 
members of the Chureh of England, whe 
would not be likely to turn a deaf ear to 
the voluntary schools. He was convinced 
that the School Board for London would 
treat the voluntary schools much better 
than would the London County Council, 
beeause there was a considerable mumber 
of clergymen on the School Board. With 
the large majority of School Boards in 
the hands of moderates and dominated 
largely by clergymen of the Church ot 
England, the voluntary schools would be 
much better off than if they were under 
local councils, which in many instances 
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would give them very short shrift indeed. 
He believed it was physically impossible 
for the great county boroughs to take 
over the work of education. He would 
give a few instances. Bristol had 59,000 
elementary school children, 221 elemen- 
tary school departments, 1,640 teachers 
and an expenditure by the School Board 
alone of £150,000. ‘That would be in- 
creased to £250,000 or £300,000 if the 
voluntary schools were taken over and the 
present work of the Bristol ‘own Council 
would be at least doubled. Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite often charged his hon. friends 
with megalomania, but he should like to 
know who were really the megalomaniaes. 
Shettield had 66,000 elementary school 
children, 226 schools departments, 1,700 
teachers, and the School Board spent 
roughly £200,000 a Leeds had 
78,000 elementary school children, 270 
school departinents, 2,000 school teachers, 


Vea ci. 


and the School Board spent £?65,000 a 
year. An addition of from 50 per cent. 
to 75 per cent. would represent the total 
expenditure if the voluntary schools were 

Birmingham had 86,586 elemen- 
tarv school children, 267 school depart- 
ments, 2,100 teachers and the School 
Board expended £250,000 a year. 
Manchester had 98,348 ele mentary school 
chil lren, 343 elementary school depart- 


teachers and the School 


added. 





ments, 2.560 
Board expended £240,00U, Liverpool had 
116,000 elementary s¢ hool children, 420 
school departments, 3,000 teachers and the 
School Board spent £252,000 a year. The 
rigit hon. Gentleman thought that they 
‘ould safely superadd to the existing muni- 
cipal work all the great work of elementary 
education, but it was bound to break 
He should like to make an appeal 
on behalf of the great county boroughs. If 
the City Council and the School Board 
desired continuance of the ad joe bo ly for 
the purpose of education, the Government 


down. 


should agree to give them that option. 
Under the bill, if Canterbury were taken 
out, the county of Kent would have 
separate authorities for a 

smailer number of children than there 
were in Liverpool. [f seventeen author- 
ities Were required ior a Certain number 
of children in Kent, could one authority 
ly trusted with a greater number 
} fhe Amendment covered 
other matters with which he did not 
himself, but he asked the First 

t 
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e permit the local 
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Lord of the Treasury 
option as to the constitution of the local 
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authority, which was provided in the Bill 
of 1896, to be extended at least to the 
great county boroughs. He was convinced 
that if they endeavoured to add the work 
of education to municipal work it would be 
bound to fail, because it would be physi- 
caily impossible to carry it out. He 
thought that the Government would 
soften the way for the passage of a great 
many other features of the Bill if they 
would give the great county boroughs an 
assurance that the School Boards should 
be allowed to continue as the education 
authority if the localities themselves 
desired it. 


(10.42.) Mr. HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley) said he quite agreed 
with the arguments of his hon. 
friend who had just spoken, but 
the case which he had made out as 
to the inability of the Councils of county 
boroughs to carry on elementary educa- 
tion might just as strongly be made out 
against some of the country districts. 
He particularly referred to his own 
county. The County Council of the 
West Riding of Yorkshire had considered 
the Bill, and had come to the conclusion 
that it would be impossible for them to 
carry it out, and they passed a resolu- 
tion to that effect. The County Council 
of the West Riding had had more experi- 
ence with regard to educational matters 
than any other County Council, and it 
was not for lack of interest in education 
that that Resolution was passed. It was 
simply because the County Council came 
to the conclusion that the matter was 
beyond their power. The hon. Member 
opposite attempted to spe ak slightingly of 
this propusal, but he thought the hon. 
Member would find that the question of 
the abolition of the School Boards was 
not quite such a trivial question as he 
imagined. ‘The acceptance of the Amend- 
ment would not lead to any conclusion, 
and would not make any diiference in 
the control of the county authority or 
the Education Department. It would, 
however, make a great deal of difference 
to the efticiency of the schools, and more 
than that, it would make a great deal of 
difference in the interest which people 
displayed in the work of the School 
Board. ‘The comparison was hardly a 
fair one. The Town and County Councils 
would have nothing to do with the ad- 
ministration of the Act; that would be 
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handed over to a Committee. He em- 
phasised the principle of the School 
Board, because he desired an opportunity 
to be given to the people to establish 
the schools in which they were interested, 
and it was entirely against the interests 
of education to remove a body which 
had done this work, and this work alone, 
and to put the work into the hands of a 
body which could not have the direct 
interest and responsibility which the 
School Boards had had. The progress 
of education had been due simply to this 
principle of having the direct control of 
the hands of the people, and to place 
the work in the hands, not of the County 
Council, but of a Committee, as proposed 
by the Bill, would do more to damage the 
efficiency and progress of education than 
any proposal which had passed throughthe 
House of Commons. In the rough-and- 
tumble of a School Board election many 
elements of suspicion and supposed in- 
justice were entirely removed, and the 
Government would do well, before they 
abolished the School Boards, to consider 
the fact that where those Boards existed, 
and had established schools, they had 
always secured the majority of the people 
as their friends. The Boards had the 
confidence of the people, and in taking 
any steps which would result in their 
abolition the Government were taking a 
course which would not only injure 
education, but do a great deal to damage 
the interest taken by the people in the 
control and management of their own 
affairs. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) stated that 
the lrish Party would oppose the Amend- 
ment because it was directly against the 
general principle of the measure, to which 
they had given their support. For his own 
part, however, he did so with the great- 
est diffidence as to the ultimate result. 
In the interests of the Roman Catholic 


{COMMONS} 


schools he could not concur without grave | 


misgiving in the attitude of the heads of 


his church in this country when they | 
were parting so lightly from the principle | 


of the cumulative vote. The cumulative 


vote by which Catholics had secured repre- | point of view of education alone. 


} 
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which would ensue, The Roman 
Catholics had always dissociated them- 
selves from any general movement of 
hostility to the School Boards or to the 
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progress of education. There was 
nothing inconsistent between doing 
justice to the denominational, and 


particularly the Roman Catholic schools 
and educational progress ; and he believed 
the School Boards —judging from the 
action of the Manchester and Liverpool 
School Boards with respect to the Roman 
Catholic schools—would have treated 
the denominational schools generously 
in the matter of rate-aid if their hands 


had not been tied. The Manchester 
School Board had recently met the 
Catholics of that city in the most 


generous spirit in regard to the evening 
continuation schools, and paid over to 
them out of the rates some thousands of 
pounds although the schools were com- 
pletely under denominational control. 
The Amendment afforded a* striking 
illustration of the great injuries to the 
cause of education which arose from the 
tone and temper in which this Bill had 
been faceai from the beginning, and from 
the failure of leading men on both sides of 
the controversy to attempt to find some 
modus vive nidi by which the Bill might he 
considered from the point of view solely 
of educational efficiency, the religious 
diticulty being eliminated. From the 
point of view of educational efficiency, he 
believed the Amendment was a good one 
and if the religious difficulty could be 
eliminated and the power of continued 
existence for the denominational schools 
secured the proposal would be generally 
acceptable. But the Amendment would 
not be considered from the point of view 
of educational efficiency. The majority 
who would defeat in the division 
lobbies entertained the belief that it was 
necessary, in the interest of the continued 
existence of the denominational schools 
that it should be rejected. If hon. 
Members could assemble around a table 
and come to some understanding with 
respect to the levelling up of the 
denominational schools, it would be 


| possible to consider the Bill from the 


But, 


sentation on all the great School Boards of | a8 that had not been done he felt coerced 


the country, was introduced into the Bill 
of 1870 for the purpose of giving a voice 
to small minorities. In parting from that 
principle they had not, in his judgment, 
thoroughly appreciated the consequences 
Mr. Hutton. 


| 


to vote against the Amendment because 
it struck at the vital principle of the Bill, 
which must be carried if the denomina 
tional schools were not to be crushed out 


of existence. Once more he pleaded for 
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some understanding by which justice 
might be done to the denominational 
schools and the children who, on con- 
scientious principles, were bound to use 
those schools, and at the same time, the 
interests of education preserved. iy 


(10.55) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member for East Mayo has made, not 
for the first time, an appeal to those who 
siton that side of the House to assist 
him in preserving denominational schools, 
The hon. Member must be periectly well 
ware by this time that any such appeal 
is made to deaf ears. ‘The only difficulty, 
absolutely the only difficulty, in my 
view, which prevents a common agree 
ment being come to between the two 
sides of the House as tothe merits of 
this Bill, as to the advantages of the 
thority we propose to institute, and as 
tothe general advantages of education 
which this Bill proposes, is the difficulty 
which arises with regard to those schools 
whieh are described as denominational 
sc} Such appeals as those of the 
ion. Gentleman are necessarily, from the 
nature of the case, entirely vain, and | 
lo not think he need expend his eloquence, 


-_ 
vhich has been 


} s 
100ls. 


great on this subject, in 
endeavouring to soften the hearts ot 
hose who are opposed to him. li 
[ turn to the Amendment itself, | 
need hardly tell the Committee that | 
have no quarrel with the School Boards 


4% this country. |Opposition laughter. | 
Well, been many 
on educational questions on this Bill and 
m previous Bills, and I think th: Vv will 
hear out my statement. 
School Boards, no doubt, are from various 
causes inetlicient; others 
But what 


my observations have 


Some of the 
are extremely 
does the Amend- 
ment ask us to do? It asks us to divide 
the country educationally into two 
entirely different spheres, governed by 
entirely different principles. It asks us 
to abolish School Boards in all the 
counties, in all the small boroughs, and 
to preserve School Boards in all the 
borough and urban districts above a 
certain limit of population. That is to ask 
us to have two entirely different systems 
of education, based upon different princi- 
ples, and we have a right to inquire 
What are the motives which demand 
this fissure, this great chasm, to be dug, 
between two halves of our national 
educational system. 


etficient. 
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The first reason I have noticed is 
that mentioned by my _ hon. friend 


opposite, the Member for Rossendale, 
and also -by other Members, that if we 
would aceept this Amendment, there 
would be a general agreement on both 
sides of the House as to the rest of 
the Bill, or, at all events, that all heated 
controversy would be removed, That 
is the olive branch we are asked to 
accept. Is there the slightest grounds 
for expecting any such happy results 
from the acceptance of this Amendment, 
or any Amendment like it? The 
essential basis of all the bitter opposition 
to this Bill lies in the fact that we 
propose under it to give assistance to 
the voluntary schools out of the rates. 
{Opposition cries of “ Without control.” | 
The subject of control will come on later, 
and it has nothing whatever to do with 


this Amendment. This Amendment 
does not touch the question of giving 


assistance to voluntary schools out of 
the rates. In the first place, it leaves 
the counties exactly as the Bill proposes 
to leave them. In every county area 
under the Bill, if the Amendment were 
eurried, voluntary schools would be sup- 
ported out of the rates. Are there the 
elements of that eirenicon which has 
by several speakers in 
debate In any such system?! but 


t 
been promi sed 





even confining our attention to those 
boroughs which would be affected by 
tn Bill, is there in those boroughs 


any evidence of a peac« 


denominational 


ful settlement of 


this question ? As | 


understand the Amendment, it would 
require the School Board to support 
voluntary schools in the same way 
that the county authorities support 


What element of an eirenicon 
is there in that? What promise is 
there of peace over this wretched 
denominational question in a proposal 
like that? If it matter of con- 
science with Noncontormists, as we have 
been told it is, though I find a difficulty 
in believing it, to 


them. 


Is a 


reject any Bill 
teach- 
how is that 
cured by an Amendment which leaves 
the rates liable for the support of 
voluntary schools, as this Amendment 
would do, in every county district under 
a county authority, and in every urban 
district under 20,000 under a borough 


which supports denominational 


ing out of the rates, 
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authority? I think I 
argument on one side. 
What is the second argument? That 
the councils of the boroughs are in- 
capable of supporting this strain of 
additional work. That nay be a good 
or a bad argument, but it is an argu- 
ment which applies to county authorities 





121) 


may put that 


ite ag w=h-ac hon rh authorities 
quite as muchas to borough authorities, 


lf it is a reason for supporting this 


Amendment, it is a reason tor rejecting 
the whole Bill. But on the merits of 


itself, may | point out 
that at least two Pap boroughs 
had actually applied for Parliamentary 
powers to exercise the powers conterred 
by this Bill before this Bill came into 
existence. The boroughs of Nottingham 
and Warrington asked for these very 
powers over elementary education before 
question came up as a political 

and are the town councils 
boroughs ineapable of estimat- 
labours which they wished to 
undertake? | could quote the ease of 
boroughs who have desired to 
the powers since the Bill was introduced ; 
but the these two boroughs is 
much stronger. [am told that there is 
no difficulty in producing ha 
a the School and the 


the Amendment 


this 
question : 
of those 


ing the 
accept 
case yt 


rnino0uy 


Board 


borough eouncil; but that is not the 
Amendment that we are considering. 
It is an Amendment which would not 
hea e in the possession of the Town 
Councils any powers which could come 
into rivalry with those of the School 
Boards. The hon. Member argues in 
favour of a plan which would leav 





the Town Councils of Manchester or 


Liverpool 
in regard to technical 
education and leave the School 
i primary education, | 
will not argue that point now, but I 
do not think that is a practical plan; 
moreover, it is not the plan ot 


in possession of all authority 
and secondary 
Roards 


li} possession ot 


and 

+} \ : 2 ates 
the Amendment which is to take away 
all the powers of the borough councils 


and give them t the School Poards. 


Is that pra tical polities ? Here yor 
i e 


creat mut — s entrusted 


With great powers and responsibilities 
as 
the powers admir- 


sed 


They have exer 





ably, and have borne the responsibilities 
with great eredit. Yet it is propos 


thet we should take from such towns 


Ur. A. J. Balfour. 
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as Manchester, Leeds, Liverpool, Bristol, 
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and all other great cities the powers 
they have exercised under the Act of 
1889 and hand them over to the School 
Before anyone suggests such 
iu transference of power from a_ body 
which exists, and must continue to 
exist, whatever you may do, he should 
consider whether there is in the Schoo! 
Board after all any peculiar virtue by 
reason of its mode of election or other- 
wise which would render it the proper 
recipient of the privileges and powers 
now possessed by the town couneil, 
After all, although the system of 
minority representation has some merits, 
[do not think that the great majority 
of this House would think it the proper 


Boards. 


way of electing a great representatiys 
body. Are we really to transfer from 4 
body elected by the ordinary direct 
representation, with which we ar 


familiar in this House, whicl 
they now — sand exercise admirably 
to another body elected not by ordinar 
but by the highly 
and not always successful methods ot 
election which prevail in regard to om 
existing educational authority? Every 
body knows that the man who is « 
Lo the Ss Board is 1 
ticket. He is not sarily elected fo1 
educational merit. It is all 
of elaborate pre-arrangement. Can it 
be that, after all our gona the 
hon. Member prefers this 
minority representation to the ordinar 
principle of electing a municipal autho 
ity ? Under these circumstances, what 
is to be said of the proposal before us! It 
does not get over the denominational diff 
culty. It does not conduce to educa 
tional progress and it does not solve th 
educational problem. It d 


p ywers 


, i 
election, elaborate 


‘hool elect ed on 


neces 





qui stior 


Svstem (| 


does not leay 


the status quo in the great boroughs. 
What it does is to take away from th 
fown Couneils in the great boroughis- 





own Councils elected by the ordinan 


method of election which we all approve 
powers which they therhselves hav 
invariably exercised with advantage t 


the communitv—and to hand over 


the educational 
. i P o] 

and tie existing powers oft in 

Boards, ~ the obligation « 
: , 


supporting voluntary schools, to a bod) 


powers of the Tow 
Councils 


sc noo 


which you may call a 
you will, but which is not the origin 
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School Board founded by the Act of | thought the right hon. Gentleman was 
1870, or anything like it—which has | 


not its powers, which has not its duties, 
which has not its responsibilities, but 
which has nothing in common with that 


School Board but that imperfect and, I | 


think, pernicious method of election 


which, I believe, everybody would desire | 


to abolish, even those who most wish 


that the School Board system should be | 


maintained. I venture to say that an 
Amendment against which all that can 
be said is not an Amendment which 
the House ought to accept. 


} 


arguing in favour of the continuation 
of School Boards, for Parliament had 
created bodies for specific educational 
purposes. They had discharged those 


funetions well. They had been en- 
trusted with much more important 
functions than town councils. They 


had exercised them for a longer period. 
Why should Parliament now be asked 
to deprive School Boards of these 
powers when, according to everybody, 
they had discharged them so _ well ? 


| The right hon. Gentleman said he had 


(11.20.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said | 
the right hon. Gentleman stated that 


he found it very difficult to believe in| 


the sincerity 


formists— 


Me. A.J. BALFOUR: I did not say 
that. I never doubted that sincerity. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE thought he 


of intelligent Noncon- | 


was in the recollection of the House—— | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never sug- 


gested want of sincerity on the part | 


of Noneonformists. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked to be 


allowed te finish his sentence. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I beg the hon. 


Member’s pardon. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that, ae- 
cording to his recollection, the right 
hon. Gentleman said that it was difficult 
to believe that the Nonconformists had 
conscientious objections in the matter 
to which he was referring; and what 
he wanted to say was that, when the 
next appeal came to be made to the coun- 
try, he would find that that difficulty 
would be removed. It would be much 
easier Jor him to believe it after that. 
In fact, there would be a good many 
electoral foundations of his new belief 
supplied for him on that occasion. 
When the right hon. Gentleman gave 
his reasons for doing away with the 
School Board, he said Parliament had 
entrusted corporate bodies with great 
powers, and they having exercised those 
Powers well, why should Parliament 
take them away ? 


For the moment he 


| Roman Catholics 


/no quarrel with School Boards. 


When 
life was destroyed without provocation, 
the law had a certain word forit. That 
was what was done in this case. The 
right hon. Gentleman had no quarrel 
with their work, and yet he was going 
to abolish them. He did not think 
the question of subsidising voluntary 
schools was necessarily involved in this 
Amendment, which would not destroy the 
principle of the Bill if it were adopted. 
The Amendment only proposed that 
in boroughs of a certain size, instead of 
the urban council, the School Board 
should do the work. In this case the 
would have a much 


| better chance of being represented upon 
/a School Board than upon the Town 
| Council, and that surely ought to bea 











reason for his hon. friend the Member 
for East Mayo supporting this Amend- 
ment. If they did not carry this 
Amendment, they would not have a 


single Roman Catholic represented on 
Town Councils, which would be the 
paymasters of the Roman Catholic 
schools, whilst if they carried this 
‘ , : 
proposal, the Roman Catholic priest 
would be on the School Board. He 


really thought that the Member for 
East Mayo had carried his zeal for 
denominational schools rather too far 
in this respect. The only difference he 
could see was that both the right hon. 
Gentleman and the hon. Member for 
East Mayo wanted to destroy the School 
Boards. Never was an important pro- 
posal made with such little foundation 
as that. It wasa great misfortune that 
there could not be an agreement between 
Members on both sides of the House 
who simply desired educational efficiency. 
He did not think there would be any 
difficulty if it were merely a question of 
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meeting the wishes of those who desired 
to train their children in their own 
faith. In Holland the Catholics and 
Protestants had come toan agreement 
whereby they obtained the denomina- 
tional teaching they required with- 
out a denominational school system. 
In Holland they had a public school 
system under public control, and if his 
hon. friend sincerely desired that the 
children of his own faith should get 
the best possible education from their 
own selected teachers, he ought not to 
buttress up a system of this kind but 
Support a system which existed in 


Holland. 


The hon. Member for North-West Ham 
objected to this Amendment because 
he was in favour of the rating authority 
and the spending authority being 
identical; and he was also opposed to 


it because he was in favour of one 


authority. He (Mr. Lloyd-George) was 
under the impression that this Bill 


carried out both these principles. Before 
the hon. Member undertook to 
lecture his hon. friend the Member jor 
Rossendale, he might really have read 
the Bill. If he had read only the very 
clause which they were now discussing. 
he would have seen that his criticisms 
were irrelevant. There were three 
authorities provided for in this clause, 
and as for the rating authority being 
the same, that might be a good principle, 
but it was one which this Bill had 
nothing whatever to do with He 
would call the County Council the 
rating authority. The — spending 
authority wag the Statutory Committee, 
the precepts of which the County 
Council was bound to honour. That 
Statutory Committee was exactly in the 
same position as the School Board. 
If hon. Members would refer to Clause 
(} they would see that it was provided 
that— 

“The local edueation authority shall, 
throughout their area, have the powers and 
duties of a School Board and School Attend- 


ance Committee under the elementary educa- 
tion rl 2eis.’ 


The hon. Member opposite said, that 
when the ratepayers complained at 
elections for the councils that the rates 
were high, the candidates replied, “ Yes, 
it is the fault of the spendthrift School 
Board, for which we are not responsible 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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at all.” Under this Bill the same thing 
could be said by candidates at the 
County Council election, for they would 
be able to say that they were not 
responsible for the expenditure of the 
local education authority. 


Mr. GRAY pointed out that the 
Education Committee was created by 
the Council and formed under a scheme 
initiated by the Council, and necessarily 
could be removed by it. At the present 
time the School Boards were totally 
independent of the Council and were 
of equal standing and therefore the 
suggestion of the hon. Member was 


absurd. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he must 
again complain that the hon. Member 
had not read the Bil!, which contained 
nothing that would make the local 
education authority responsible to the 
County Council. 


(> Mr. GRAY: Oh, oh! 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that at 
any rate School Boards were responsible 
to the same body of ratepayers, but this 
new authority would not be responsible 
directly to the ratepayers. The hon. 
Member for North-West Ham wanted the 
rating authorityand the spending author- 
ity to be identical, and he quoted the case 
of Preston. But who were the spending 
authorities in Preston? Every school in 
Preston was a voluntary school, and the 
spending authority would be, not the 
County Council, but the managers of 
these schools. 


Mr. GRAY: No, no! 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked who 
they were responsible to. The hon. 
Member opposite had talked about the 
rating and the spending authority being 
the same, but in every crucial part of 
this Bill they would find the rating and 
the spending authority absolutely differ- 
ent. If that was the object which the 
hon. Member for North-West Ham had in 
view, then he oughtto support an Amend- 
ment of this kind. 


Mr. GRAY said the managers of the 
voluntary schools were not spending 
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authorities under this Bill. It was 
quite possible that even the salaries of 
the teachers would be paid direct. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : Order, order! The 
hon. Member is entitled to make a per- 
sonal explanation, but he is not entitled 
to enter into a long argument. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the hon, 
Member had not impaired his argument 
inthe least. If the Bill were carried, the 
spending authority in Preston would not 
be the rating authority. The hon. 
Member opposed an Amendment which 
would continue the existence of the 
School Boards that had done efficient 
work, while in the case of the managers 
of voluntary schools, who in hundreds of 
cases had not managed schools well, he 
would not only continue their authority, 
but would give them further power and 
subsidies. ‘The hon. Member for North- 
West [lam was aneducational expert who 
appealed to them to throw aside partisan- 
ship in this way. That was a fair illus- 
tration of the impartiality with which 
the hon. Member had examined this Bill. 
The First Lord of the Treasury said 
something with regard to the personnel 
of School Boards, and he asserted that 
the members of School Boards were not 
elected as a rule because they were edu- 
cational experts, Here the right hon. 
Gentleman did not agree with the Vice 
President of the Council, although there 
was not so much to be surprised at in that. 
The First Lord of the Treasury said they 
were selected, not because they knew 
anything of education, but for other 
reasons, 


Sir JOHN GORST: When ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: He said it 
in 1896. That was some time ago, and 
a good deal had happened since then, 
this Bill being amongst the things which 
had happened. The Vice President said 
then that the Act of 1870 had worked 
it the most satisfactory manner—that 
was with reference to the School Board 
inthe boroughs——and that the members 
of the Boards had been generally elected 
irom those who were sincerely desirous 
of promoting education, and that they 
had established thoroughly _ efficient 
schools. Was the right hon. Gentleman 
still of the same opinion ? 
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Str JOHN GORST: No. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 
glad to see this unwonted exhibition of 
loyalty on the part of the right hon. 
Gentleman, but he was rather curious to 
know what had changed his opinion. 


Sir JOHN GORST: I have learnt a 
good deal since 1896, 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman had discovered 
that any of the School Boards did their 
work less efficiently. If he had, would 
he point to a single Report of a Govern- 
ment official to show that they were not 
doing their work efticiently 4 


Sir JOHN GORST: The hon. Mem- 
ber read out a statement of mine to the 
effect that they were elected for educa- 
tional purposes. I was innocent in 1896, 
but, naturally, since then I have learnt 
a good deal more about School Board 
elections. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the right 
hon. Gentleman wished them to believe 
that he was innocent in 1896. Well, at 
any rate, he had not soiled his conscience 
with a Bill of this sort then. The right 
hon. Gentleman was really no advocate 
of these principles in 1896. He had a 
totally different scheme, and he had 
never given it up. He was not a whole- 
hearted supporter of the present scheme. 
The Vice President said the School Boards 
did their work efficiently, and at the 
same time he supported a Bill to continue 
in existence and to buttress up a system 
which he himself admitted was a great 
failure. 


(11.38.) Mr. BRYCE said that he 
wished to state the reasons why he and 
some of his friends felt bound to support 
this Amendment. He admitted that the 
Amendment was not drawn in the form 
in which he should have liked best to 
vote for it, but it raised a question which 
was very material, and they must take 
this opportunity of expressing their 
opinion on that question. When his 
hon. friend was moving the Amendment 
he stated that he would be perfectly 
willing to accept any Amendment which 
would make it apply only to elementary 
education and would not make the 
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School Boards authorities for secondary 
education. The fallacy of the speech of 
the First Lord of the Treasury was the 
idea that the only difference between 
the two sides of the House related to the 
aid to denominational schools. Surely 
he must know that the objections to 
the Biil covered a very large number of 
other points, such as the provisions 
about authorities, the extinction of the 
School Boards, and the conditions attach- 
ing to the aid given to the voluntary 
schools. If the Government had spared 
the School Boards, they would have very 
much facilitated the progress of the Bill. 
The right hon. Gentleman said he 
objected to the School Boards because 
they were elected by the cumulative 
vote, 
of voting had come in the past from the 
Opposition, and its defence from the 
other side. It they had known that the 
right hon. Gentleman was opposed to 
the cumulative vote, he thought they 
would long ago have taken his powerful 
aid in getting rid of it. The right hon. 
Gentleman said he was no enemy of 
School Boards, 
Helen’s in 1895 he spoke of the people 
there being ‘“‘ threatened ” with a School 
Board, and expressed a hope that they 
would not get one. Headded that if they 
returned to power an Education Minister 
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but the objections to that system | 


but ina speech at St. | 
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was going to bring in a Bil! which would 
impose all the cost on distriets which he 
then deprecated. That language could 
hardly be described as friendly to School 
Boards. The only reason which the hon, 
Gentleman, the Vice President, gave why 
the powers of School Boards should 
be transferred tothe Borough Councils 
was that there should be only one 
rating authoritv in a borough. What, 
then, became of the rating powers under 
the poor law, and why had it been leit 
to the year 1902 to discover that it was 
improper to have two rating bodies? 
The School Boards were required to go 
every three years tothe electors fora 
fresh mandate, and if they had rated 
them too highly the electors could have 
expressed their disapproval. But they 
had never done so, and if the right hon. 
Gentleman said the powers ef the School 
Boards must be transferred because they 
had made the rates too high, he must 
mean that the expenditure on education 


must be cut down, and that he was 
sure was not the wish of the House. 
He had only further to express his 


regret that the Government had met 
this Amendment in so unconciliatory a 
spirit and to assure the House that it 
was from no feeling against the other 
provisions of the Bill, but solely because 
they regarded School Boards as popular 


with the opinions of Mr. Acland they | and efficient bodies, that they now 

would surely see one district after | proposed this Amendment. 

another forced, whether they liked it or 

not, under the educations! dominion of (11.48.) Question put. 

School Boards, with all the attendant 

costs. The right hon. Gentleman went 

on to oppose School Boards for imposing; The Committee divided :—Ayes, 117; 

costs on the district, not knowing that he | Noes, 291. (Division List No. 192.) 
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Toulmin, George 
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Ure, Alexander 
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Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
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White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halitax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Paimer 
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Wilson,Fred. W. ( Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
W oodhouse,SirJ.’i (Hudderst’d 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Mr. Joseph A. Pease and 
Mr. Lambert. 
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Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
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Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
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Hamiltou, Marqot(L’nd’nderry 
Hatimond, Joha 
Hanbury, ht. H 
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Adjournment of 


Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth 
Lawrence, Wm. F, (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lee, ArthurH (Hants,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick NS 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, tveneral Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
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Morton, Arthur H. A.( Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C 
Murray, RtHn A Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


| O’Brien, Kendal( Tipp’ rary Mid 


Long. Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S | 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale | 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lueas. ReginaldJ,(Portsmonth 
Lundon, W. 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt Ho WG Ellison 
Macedona, John Cuniming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeil!, John Gordon Swift 
Maconochie, A. W. 
MaeVeayvh, Jeremiah 
M*‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’ Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
(Y Mailey, William 


| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft | 


Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Peel,Hn Wm Robert Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Vlatt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
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It being after midnight, the Chair-; the provisions of such Ac 
man left the Chair to make his Report | Chamberlain.) 


to the House. 


Committee report 
again tomorrow. 


POST OFFICE SITES (EXPENSES). 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
expedient 
authorise the payment, out of moneys | 


Resolved, That it is 
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Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
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TELLERS FOR THE Noxs— 
Sir William Wa 
Mr. “a 





nstruther. 


t.—(Mr. Austen 


Resolution to be reported tomorrow. 


_ 


to Ss! 


IMMORAL TRAFFIC (Si 


BILL. 


OTLAND) 


Considered in Committee, and reported, 


without 


Amendment ; 


to be read the 


third time tomorrow. 


to 


to be provided by Parliament, of all | discharged. 


sums payable by the Postmaster General | 
under any Act of the present session to 
enable His Majesty’s Postmaster General 


CORON ERS’ 
FATALITIES) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 


INQUESTS (RAILWAY 


ill withdrawn. 


| OLD AGE PENSIONS (No. 2) BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 


to acquire lands in the County of| discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


London for the public service, and of all | 
expenses incurred in carrying into effect ! 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 3rd June, 1902. 


LORD KENSINGTON. 

Petition of Hugh Edwardes Baron 
Kensington, in the Peerage of Ireland, 
chiming a right to vote at the elections 
of Representative Peers for Ireland ; read, 
ind referred to the Lord Chancellor to 
onsider and report thereupon to the 
House. 


PRIVATE BILL 


BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the 
sHouse, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
iad laid upon the Table the Certificates 
Sjrom the Examiners that the further 
‘Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 
= Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail- 

Way. 

Midland Railway (Steam Vessels). 
West Gloucestershire Water. 
Dublin Port and Docks Board. 


Great Northern Railway (No. 1). 


er a 


Chard Gas. 
Garston and District Tramways and 
Electric Supply (Transfer). 
Great Central Railway. 
Lancashire and Yorkshire 
(Various Powers). 
F London County 
t «= Powers). 


Railway 


Council (General 
North Metropolitan Tramways. 

. York Corporation. 

Hematite 


Barrow Steel 


Limited. 


Company, 


. 


Also the Certificate that no Standing 

Orders are applicable to the following 

Bill :-— 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 3). 


Also the Certificates that the Standing 

Urders applicable to the following Bills 

ve been complied with :— 

Electrie Lighting 
(No. 1). 

Hlectrie Lighting Prov sional 
(No. {). 

VOL. CVIIL. 


Provisional Orders 


Orders 


[FOURTH SERIES. | 
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Also the Certificates that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have not been complied with :— 

Great Central and Midland Railways 

(South Yorkshire Railways). 

Whitechapel and Bow Railway. 


And also the Certificates that the Stand- 
ing Orders applicable to the following 
Bills have been complied with :— 
Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1) [H.L.]. 

Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2) [H.L.}. 

Tramways Orders Confirmation (No, 


1) [H.1. }. 

Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 
[H.L. ]. 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No, 7) [H.1.}. 





Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) [H.1.]. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


WATERFORD AND BISHOP FOY EN- 
DOWED SCHOOLS BILL [#.1. }. 
Commons Amendments consider d, and 
agreed to. 


NORTH-EAST LONDON RAILWAY 
(No. 1) BILL [a1], 


NORTH-EAST LONDON RAILWAY 
(No. 2) BILL [H.L.], 


PICCADILLY AND CITY RAILWAY 
(No. 1) BILL [H.1.}, 
PICCADILLY AND CITY RAILWAY 
(No, 2) BILL [u.1. }. 

Report from the Select Committee, That 
they have consolidated the Bills under 
the title of Piccadilly, City, and North- 
East London Bill {uu}; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table, 


KNARESBOROUGH IMPROVEMENT 
BILL, 

BEDFOR) CORPORATION WATER 
BILu, 

Read 2*, and committed. 


LIVERPOOL CATHEDRAL BILL fit.], 
WREXHAM DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
BILD [ae], 

EDGWARE AND HAMPSTEAD RAIL- 
WAY BILL [u.1. }, 

Read 5*, and passed, .nd sent tothe 
Commons, 
2Z 
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LONDON SCHOOL BOARD (SUPERAN- 
NUATION) BILL. 

Read 3*, and passed. 
MANCHESTER CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 
Read 3", with 
further Amendment made ; Bill passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


PAISLEY GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [aut |. 
(according to 


House in Committee 


order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 


and Bill to be read 5“ on Thursday next. 


AND OXTED WATER 

BILL. 

Amendments, and 

Commons. 

CROYDON AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC 

TRAMWAYS BILL. 

Brought from the Commons : 

and referred to the Examiners. 


LIMPSFIELD 


dan 


Read 3°, with the 
passed, and returned to the 


read a 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (GAS) BILL. 
(No. 81.), 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDER BILL. (No. 82.) 


Brought from the Commons : 


GAS 
read |*: 


to be printed and referred to the Ex 

aminers. 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT. 1896. 

I. Report ot the proceedings of the 
Board of Trade, up to the 31st 
December, 1901, and of the proceed 
ings of the Light Railway Commis 
sioners Wp to the same cate. 


I1.—(«.) Orders made by the Light Rail 


way Comiissioners and modified 

and contirmed boy thie Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of 

lL. Light railwavs from ‘Tenterden 

to Headcorn, in the county of 

Kent, and at Robertsh ive, in 

the county of Sussex, and for 


other purposes, 


2. Light railways in the borough 
of Swansea, and in the rural 
district of Llangyfelach, in the 


county of Glamorgan. 

A light railway in the county 
of York, from Stainland with 
Old Lindley to Greetland. 
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the Amendments; a 


Amendment Bill. 1228 
A light railway in the county 
- Kast Suffolk. between South- 
wold and Kessingland, and the 
conversion of the gauge of the 
existing Southwold Railway, 
and the working thereof as a 
light railway under the Light 
Railways Act, 1896. 

(.) Orders made by the Light Rail- 

way Commissioners and modified and 


confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
amending— 
The Gower Light Railway 
Order, 1897 , 
The Grimsby and Salttleetby 


Light Railway Order, 189s. 
The Lizard = Light 
Order, 1898. 
Laid before the House (pursuant. to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Railway 


PETITION. 


ATION 


LAND VALU (SCOTLAND) 
AMENDMENT BILL [tt |. 
Petition in favour of ; of the County 


Council of Forfar. 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) 
AMENDMENT BILL. [uu 


House in Committee (According to 


Order.) 
Clause I. :— 
Formal Amendment agreed to. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
SCOTLAND (Lord BaLrour BuRLEIGH): 
The object ot the second Amendment 
standing in my name is to remedy a com- 
plaint which has been made by the City of 
Glasgow, who are afraid that if the ‘Bill 
passes in its present form there may be 

doubt as to the date from which the 
supplementary Roll is to operate. In the 
Clause as it now stands the provision 
is for the completion of the Roll. The 
effect of the Amendment, if your Lord- 
ships to it, will be to make the 
supplementary Roll operate from the 
date at which the last Roll was made up. 
| think the Amendment is a poor one, 
and I move that it be inserted. 


agree 


Pann moved— 
“In Clause 1, line 17, to leave out ‘ comple- 
tion of the Roll? and to insert “the W rns 
preceding.” -—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


Cl 
it. 
Va 
bet 
anc 
ab} 
the 
fitt] 
mo} 


repol 
WAT 
Lo 
to as 
what 
the . 
types 
ot #H 
“Hye 
placec 
Hous 
partia 
where 
Bellev 
dem ne 
on th 
profit, 
having 
resen 
lecess: 
itrikes 








and 
ule, 


way 
tl nV 
way 


L to 


)) 


unty 


FOR 
SIGH): 
iment 
, com- 
‘ity of 
e Bill 
ay be 
‘h the 
In the 
Vision 

The 

Lord- 
re the 
n the 
de up. 


yr one, 


comple- 
psunday 
h.) 


Water Tube Boilers 


1229 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Verbal Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 1, as Amendment, agreed to. 


Clause 2. :— 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
(lause 2 provides that for the purposes 
f hearing and disposing of appeals 
iainst supplementary valuations, Courts 
ff Appeal, as established under the Lands 
Valuation (Scotland) Acts shall be held 
between the twenty-fifth day of March 
and the first day of April annually. The 
pbject of this Amendment is to substitute 
the fifteenth of March for the twenty- 
fith, the desire being to give a little 
more time in which to carry out the 
procedure necessary to make the new 
supplementary Roll. It is to that extent 
in alteration in substance, but it has 
been asked for by the only parties who 
have communicated with me with 
regard to the Bill. 1 do not think there 
is any objection to it, and I move that 
the alteration be made. 


Amendment moved 

“in Clause 2, line 23, to leave ont ‘twenty- 
fith and to insert ‘ fifteenth.’”—( Lord Ba/four 
i Burle igh.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Remaining Clauses agreed to, and Bill 
reported. 


WATER-TUBE BOILERS IN THE NAVY. 


Lorp LAMINGTON : My Lords, i beg 
toask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
what decision has been arrived at as to 
the respective merits of the different 
types of boilers consequent on the trials 
of H.M.S. ‘‘ Minerva’ and H.MLS. 
“Hyacinth.” Since this Question was 
placed on the Paper of your Lordships’ 
House, the discussion upon it has been 
partially anticipated in another place, 
where it was officially stated that the 
Belleville boiler had been practically con 
lemned. However, I think that a debate 
on the subject here may be of some 
profit, as we have the advantage of 
having, as Members of this House, the 
resent First Lord and several of his pre- 
lecessors in office. The first point that 
trikes one on reading the Report of the 
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Boiler Committee is the extraordinary 
care that was taken in these trials. Coal, 
water, engine-power, boiler-power — all 
these questions were carefully mea ured ; 
the appliances were tested by which these 
measurements were made, and everything 
was done to secure accuracy. 


in the Navy. 


Without going into a long review of 
the Report, which is full of interesting 
matter, [ will briefly state some of the 
inferences to be drawn from it. First of 
all, the Committee point out the serious 
water losses that occurred in the ** Hya- 
cinth,” which was fitted with the Belle- 


ville boiler, and go on to say that in their 


opinion the occurrence of these leakages 
is ‘‘inherent to the design of boiler used.” 
Again, the water gauges fitted to the 
Belleville boiler: were unreliable, and 
there was also the greatest discrepancy 
in the water-levels in the boilers. The 
boiler efficiency of the ‘ Minerva ”-—this 
ship was fitted with cylindrical boilers- 

when retarders were placed in the tubes, 
was found to be quite equal to that of the 
“Hyacinth.” Attention is also called in 
the Report to the fact that whereas the 
** Minerva,” which had been in service 
for four years, only increased her coal 
consumption by 8! per cent.—and it is 
understood that vessels in commission 
invariably increase their coal consump- 
tion—the coal consumption of the “ Hya- 
cinth,” which had had no previous 
trial, except that by the contractors, 
increased by 32 per, cent.; and it is 
further pointed out on p. 17 that her 
radius of action was 830 miles less than 
that of the * Minerva.” In the conelud- 
ing paragraph of their Report, the Com- 


mittee call attention to the fact that 
on the return voyage from Gibraltar, 
steam) was raised in the “ Minerva” in 


about equal time to that of the “Hya 
cinth,” without the use of any auxiliary 
boiler or modern appliance or improve- 
ment for the rapid raising of steam. I 
should like to know whether, when the 
Committee ascribe the leakages as being 
“inherent to the design of boiler used,” 
it is to be taken as applying only to 
Belleville boilers, and not to water-tube 
boilers generally ; also, whether there 
is anything exceptional in the rapidity 


with which steam was raised in the 
* Minerva,” or was it a test which any 
other vessel would have come out of 


equally well. 


272 








1231 Water Tube Boilers 

I observe that six cruisers of the 
County class are to be fitted with com- 
bination boilers, four-fifths water-tube 
and one-fifth cylindrical, and I think we 
might well ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty whether that is merely by 
way of experiment, or whether it is 
intended that all ships are to be fitted 
with this double system of boilers. It 
was admitted in another place by an 
authority in these matters that in the 
case of the Belleville boiler the assistance 
of a great number of the deck hands is 
required in the stokehole, and that this 
difficulty can only be got rid of by 
having stokers who are highly trained. 
It is now alleged that the intention with 
regard to the combination boilers is to 
use the eylindrical boilers for ordinary 
cruising purposes, and to only employ 
water-tube boilers on the quarterly trials 
and in) maneuvres. This certainly 
strikes me as a serious disadvantage, 
for how will it be possible, unless the 
water-tube boilers are more frequently 
used, for the stokers to become 
highly trained in the working of them ? 
Other countries are quoted as haying 
employed this combination with great 
advantage, but I have always understood 
that the ships of no other Navy in the 
world are tested for sea-going purposes 
like our ships, and therefore other 
countries can hardly be quoted in regard 
to the suecessful use of this boiler until 
we know that their ships have been tested 
as severely as we test ours. I have 
complete confidence in the noble Earl the 
Kirst Lord of the Admiralty and his 
expert advisers, and Iam sure they will 
do their best to secure the most service- 
able boiler; bat I should like to hear 
stated the decision that has been arrived 
at as to the respective merits of the 
different types of boilers. 


*Tue FIRST LORD ov tie ADMIR- 
ALTY (The Earl of SeLtrorNne): My 
Lords, I confess | am = glad that my 


noble friend has brought this question 
forward, and, in answering it, I shall 
appeal to the indulgence of your Lord- 
ships to reply in a fuller manner and at 
greater length taan my noble friend 
has spoken in introducing the subject. 
After all, the boilers of the Navy are of 


the highest national importance, and not 
Parliament are, and 


anxious on 


only both Houses of 
ought to be, extremely 
subject of their efficiency, but it is a 
Lord Leimington. 


tne 
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in the Navy. 


matter which has commanded and _ will 
command increasing attention from the 
public out of doors. I ask your Lord- 
ships in considering this question to 
remember that boiler ditticulties are no 
new trial of the Admiralty. Long before 
water-tube boilers were heard of, the 
Navy had difficulties with the various 
forms of boilers that preceded them. 
There were difticulties connected with 
leakages in the tubes; there were 
difficulties connected with the crowns of 
the furnaces ; there were accidents ending 
in disastrous loss of life; but gradually 
hy experience the Navy eliminated the 
obstacles that confronted the construction 
of an almost perfect boiler, and the 
cylindrical boiler was at last brought toa 
point that might almost be called perfee- 
tion, but a perfection that had with it 
very distinct and serious limitations. The 
type of ships in which that perfection 
may be said to have been reached would 
he the ** Majestics,” the * Talbots,” and the 
* Gibraltars.” The cause of these limitations 
arose from the essential differences in the 
conditions of the Navy and the Mercantile 
Marine. In merchant vessels there is 
practically no limit to the space for, and 
weight of, machinery, but when you come 
toa man-of-war, allspace must be carefully 
economised and every pound that can be 
saved in the weight ot the machinery, is 
utilisedin armour orarmament. Pass from 
the engine room and stokehold of a large 
merchant ship to the engine room and 
stokehold of a man-of-war; it is ike 
passing from the accommodation of a 
palace to a cottage; in the one there is 
ample space, inthe other you are “ cabind 
eribb’d, confined.” 

This aifects every part of the problem 
connected with boilers; the boilers can- 
not be so big, the water space between 
the tubes cannot be so great, and, us a 
consequence, the Naval boiler is more 
prone, if forced, to leakages owing to the 
changes of expansion and contraction. 
That was one of the most constant 
difticulties the Navy had to meet, but it 
was at last overcome by the invention of 
the Admiralty “ ferrule,’ which is not, | 
believe, used in commercial 
This “ferrule” proved -a I 
eure. for these leakages but when 
an attempt was made to force the 
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boilers, these ferrules became _ liable 
to he ‘bird nested.” as it was calle ‘i 


they became gradually filled up by a hard 
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substance drawn in by the hot air and 
the aperture gradually narrowed. ‘Take 
the case of the “ Minerva,” alluded to by 
my noble friend; in her trial with the 
« Hyacinth,” there was an extreme ease of 
bird-nesting there. ‘The ‘ Minerva ” 
showed herself to be a splendid ship with 
splendid boilers and engines, but when 
she got to Plymouth bird-nesting had 
reached that point that even if coal had 
not given out the vessel could not have 
gone any further, the tubes were partly 
almost com- 


and in many instances 
pletely closed. The tubes lasted as 
long as the coal did, but the ship 


could not be said to have been ready 
to go to sea again when she recoaled, for 
the ferrules had to be withdrawn and 
fresh ones inserted in their place, and 
men could not get to the tubes to with- 
draw the ferrules until the furnaces were 
cool. It was, therefore, very unlikely that 
she could have been got ready to go tosea 
again, as soon as she recoaled. I dwell 
upon this, not to detract from the admir 
able qualities of the boilers, as exempli- 
fied in the * Minerva,”’ but to show that 
the advantages of the cylindrical boiler 
have very distinct limitations. To such 
an extent is this the case that the forced 
draught necessary to obtain the maximum 
speed is now never used except in special 
cases, butis kept in reserve for use in time 
of war. Cylindrical boilers had reached 
this point of development when the 
Admiralty had to consider whether they 
should use the new form of boiler called 
the water-tube boiler. 

| would remind your Lordships of what 
was claimed for these water-tube boilers 
when this problem confronted the 
Admiralty. It was claimed that their 
military advantages were great over the 
eylindrical boiler for naval purposes ; 
that steam could be more quickly raised 
trom cold boilers; that the rate of speed 
could be varied with much greater ease ; 
and that repairs could be eifected with 
inuch less ditticuity, because the armoured 
deck had to be removed to get at the 
cylindrical boiler, while for change oz 
repair the water-tube boilers could be 
taken to pieces and removed. But the 
principal advantage claimed was greater 
horsepower with the same displacement, 
or, if you preferred to retain the same 


horse power, more weight left for armour 
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and armament. After careful investi- 
gation and consideration the Board of 
Admiralty of that day——I think it was 
in the time of my noble friend opposite 


—decided to introduce the  water- 
tube type of boilers, and the 
type selected was that then most 


prominent and well known as the Belle- 
ville boiler. Now, I wish at once to 
confess that with the Belleville 
in the Navy, we have had _ difficulties 
that apparently foreign navies have not 
had to contend with. I think it is not 
an exaggeration to say we have had much 


boilers 


greater difficulties than foreign navies 
have had with these boilers. What 


It would 
subject 


has been the cause of this ? 

he impossible to exhaust the 
without trespassing on your Lordships’ 
time unduly, but | may summarise the 
these ditheulties under four 
heads —inferiority of manufacture, im- 
proper management, higher pressure, 
and greateruse. ‘Thereis no doubt the man- 
ufacture was at first inferior, and that is 
not surprising, for we had had no 
experience in this country in the making 
ot these boilers, and as a great mumber 
were ordered at one time, if they had 
all been made by skilled workmen, they 
would have been made without previous 
experience. But, as a matter of fact, 
these boilers were, to a large extent, 
made during the period of the engineer- 
ing strike, not by the best workinen, 
but by apprentices. As to management, 
no doubt—IL contess it at i 
hot properly appreciated that they 
required much more careful management 
than cylindrical boilers, and much of our 
difficulty, certainly in cases like that of 
the * Hermes,” was due almost entirely 
to mismanagement of 
again, as to pressure. Our cylindrical 
boilers had been worked at 150 Ibs. 
pressure in the boilers, but we jumped 
in the case of the Belleville to 300 Tbs. 
in the boilers at onee, which was con- 
siderably more than the same 
were being worked at in France. Lastly, 
our cruisers, in which the difticulties 
specially occurred, are racketed about— 
properly racketed about—more than is 
the case with vessels in foreign navies. 


causes of 


once—-it Was 


Then, 


boilers. 


boilers 


But I wish, with all emphasis, to say 
this after our experience of Belleville 
boilers —that the difficulties we met 
with might have been met with in any 
other type of water-tube boilers, and 
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what we have learned from the Belle- 
ville boilers we shall turn to account 
with other types of boilers we use. 
Much anxiety was expressed in Parlia- 
ment and throughout the country, about 
these Belleville boilers being put into so 
many of our ships, when there was the 
constant difficulty like that in the case 
of the ‘“ Terrible” and the absolute 
breakdown with the “ Europa,’ and 
eventually my predecessor in _ office 
appointed a Committee to inquire and 
report on the subject. Now, those of 
your Lordships who have looked at the 
composition of that Committee, and 
have examined the personalities of its 
members, and know the experience re- 
presented, will endorse what has been 
said by my hon. friend Sir Fortescue 
Flannery — that the Committee com- 
manded a large measure of public 


confidence. That Committee has given 
its verdict} on the Belleville boiler 
in no uneertain voice. It has con- 


demned the Belleville boiler, and that 
condemnation has been accepted by the 
Admiralty. But I should like briefly 
to pause and weigh that decision of the 
Committee practically, and from the 
common-sense point of view of a layman 
interested in the question. Experts 
sometimes do not see the whole ques- 
tion in its broadest aspect, because they 
are necessarily immersed in techni- 
calities. 

Now, I agree and disagree with the 
verdict of the Boiler Committee. I 
disagree to this extent—that I do not 
think the absolute condemnation of the 
Belleville boiler by the Committee can 
be sustained to the extent the words 
they use would imply in face of the 
experience of other nations with the 
boiler, and of the experience we are now 


gaining with our battleships. | will 
quote examples presently. To this 
extent I disagree with the Boiler 


Committee —that I believe the Belle- 
ville boiler, well manufactured and well 
managed, will fulfil conditions that would 
make it a reliable boiler for the Navy for 
sex use in peace or war. I do not think 
it will ever be an economical boiler as 
regards coal, and it will cost more on an 
average of years for repairs than the 
cylindrical boiler. But it has not, in 
my opinion, under the conditions I 
have named, deserved the absolute 
The Earl of Selborne. 
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condemnation of the Committee, 
Nevertheless, I have not only accepted 
but I agree with their advice—that we 
should not at present, at all events, 
instal any more of these boilers in our 
ships, because I think the other types of 
the water-tube boilers which we have in 
front of us are simpler in construction, 
and that they embrace all the merits—if 
merits there be—in the water-tube 
principle and are less complicated 
than the Belleville boilers. Therefore | 
prefer them to the Belleville type. But 
to illustrate why I said this about the 
Belleville boiler I will allude to two 
classes of battleships, one of which has 
wholly and the other nearly passed into 
commission—the ‘‘ Canopuses ” and the 
‘Formidables.” On the whole, I have 
excellent reports of their boilers, and 
lam very glad the * Formidables ” have 
got Belleville boilers and not cylindrical, 
for this reason, that the “* Formidable” in 
displacement is the exact repetition of 
the “ Majestic.” The general principle of 
armament and the armour are the same, 
only with the improvements that the 
lapse of time has given opportunity for. 
But the “ Formidable” is a whole knot 
faster than the * Majestic.” This is solely 
due to the substitution of water-tube tor 
cylindrical boilers. It is an interesting 
fact that all our troubles with these boilers 
have been with the cruisers. The battle- 
ships were ordered later and came into 
commission later. ‘The experience gained 
in the cruisers has held good, and the 
reports we have received about the 
battleships are undoubtedly, at present, 
satisfactory. 

If all the experts agreed, the task 
of the Admiralty would be simple. 
But they do not. There is the widest 
divergence of opinion, and, atter all. it 
is not wonderful, because the situation 
is really a very strange one. The 
Mercantile Marine, as a whole, will not 
use the water-tube boiler; but there is 
not a navy in the world that is not using 
the water-tube boilers. Why? Because 
the conditions are totally different in the 
one case andin the other. I have a friend, 
whose opinion I very greatly respect, 
who maintains that the conditions are 
not different, but | must beg leave to 
differ from him and from others who 
agree with him. There is the case of the 
weight and space which I had already 
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mentioned; weight and space are com- 
paratively of no account in a merchant 
vessel, but they are of great importance 
ina battleship. I will give you instances 
taken from a lecture, by a very distin- 
guished engineer, of typical modern 
steamers—the ‘‘ Celtic” on the one hand, 
belonging to the White Star Line, and 
the ‘‘Juno‘ and “ Doris’’ of the Navy, 
each of which has cylindrical boilers. 
The indicated horse-power of the ‘‘Celtic ” 
is 437 for every ton of machinery, that 
ofthe “Juno” and ‘* Doris” being 
10°88. The indicated horse-power of the 
great German liner, the “ Deutschland,” 
is 6°35 for every ton of machinery ; that 
of the ‘King Alfred,” one of our latest 
and most important armoured cruisers, 
is 12 for every ton of machinery. There- 
fore, you may say that in a liner the 
weight of machinery, in proportion to 
the indicated horse power, is double 
that in a battleship The steamer is 
built to cover certain distances as 
far as possible at one definite speed. 
The conditions as to speed in the 
Navy are totally different. A battle- 
ship will generally go at a cruising speed 
of about ten knots, which is possibly 
not more than one-fifth of her horse- 
power, but she must be ready to increase 
from one-fifth to 90 per cent. of her 
horse-power or, to the whole, at the 
shortest notice. In the one case the 
speed is most constant, in the other most 
variable. Then there are the military 
considerations already mentioned. In 
view of the diversity of opinion on 
the part of the experts, what the 
Admiralty has done has been to follow 


the advice of the Boiler Committee, 
both as to the extent to which and 
the manner in which the Belleville 


boiler has been rejected, and also as to 
the new type of the water-tube boiler 
and as to the use of the combination of 
the water-tube and cylindrical _ boiler. 

Now, take the first interim Report of 
the Boiler Committee of February, 
1901. The first paragraph of that 
Report is this— 

“The Committee are of opinion that the 
ulvantag+s of water-tnbe boilers for naval 
purposes are so great, chiefly from the military 
point of view, that, provided a satisfactory 
type of water-tube boiler be ad 2. it would 
he more snitable for use in His Majesty's Navy 
than the cylindrical type of boiler.” 
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That opinion has never been withdrawn, 
and that is the policy which we act upon. 
Then the Committee say in their second 
paragraph :— 

““The Committee do not consider that the 
Belleville boiler has any such advantage over 
other types of water-tube boilers as to lead them 
to recommend it as the best adapted to the 
requirements of His Majesty’s Navy.” 

We have accepted and followed that 
advice. Then the Committee recom- 
mend, () as regards ships which are to 
be ordered in the future, that Belleville 
boilers be not fitted in any case ; (/) 
as regards ships recently ordered, for 
which the work done on the boilers is 
not too far advanced, that Belleville 
boilers be not fitted ; (v) as regards ships 
under construction, for which the work 
is so far advanced that any alteration of 
type of boiler would delay the completion 
of the ships, that Belleville boilers be re- 
tained: (/) as regards completed ships, 
that Belleville boilers be retained as fitted. 
That advice has been followed literally 
throughout. ‘The Committee further 
said : 

‘* In addition to the Belleville type of boiler, the 
Committee have had under consideration four 
types of large straight-tube boilers which have 
been tried in war vessels, and are now being 
adopted on an extended scale in foreign 
navies. These are (“) the Babcock and Wilcox 
boiler ; (6) the Niclausse boiler ; (¢) the Diirr 
boiler ; (7) the Yarrow large-tube boiler; (@) 
and (4) have also been tried in our own Navy 
with satisfactory results and are now being 
adopted on a limited scale. If a type of water- 
tube boiler has to be decided on at once for use 
in the Navy, the Committee suggest that some 
or all of these types be taken.” 

There is not one single word of that 
Report of February, 1901, which the 
Committee have withdrawn; and we 
have acted throughout on the general 
principles laid down by that Committee. 
Take this question of combination, one- 
fifth cylindrical, four-fifths water-tube, 
which we have adopted for the cruisers of 
the 1901-2 programme. That principle of 
combination has been acted upon on the 
advice of the Boiler Committee, for 
although the proportion of cylindrical 
boilers adopted by the Board was two- 
tenths instead of the three-elevenths 
suggested by the Boiler Committee, this 
trifling difference did not affect the 
principle laid down by the Committee. 
There is not one single Power which 
has a Navy that has not discarded the 
cylindrical boiler, but all have failed to 
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agree on the type of water-tube boiler 
which suits naval requirements best. 
Therefore, I think the advice of the 
Boiler Committee to fix on four types 
and to combine them with a small 
proportion of cylindrical boilers, formu- 
lated a wise interim policy, and a 
policy which I should not be surprised 
to find ceasing to be an interim and 
becoming a perpetual policy. What are 
the advantages of the combination ! 
The one-fifth cylindr.cal gives all the 
power for all work of auxiliary engines, 
and it gives power also for ordinary 
cruising speeds, and so gives the old 
economy of coal for all the  ordin- 
ary work of the ship, and that 
without any serious addition of weight 
or space. In this one-fifth also every 
trial can be made of appliances for the 
improvement of the eylindrical boilers 
not hitherto adopted in the Navy. I 
allude to Howden’s system of forced 
draught with closed ashpits, retarders, 
which, if a short experience in the 
Channel Squadron is any test, are 
certainly destined to be of great 
importance, and to the use of circulators 
for rapidly heating the water. 

As regards the type of water-tube 
boilers selected, there is not one of them 
that is not in use, either in a oreign 
navy or in the Mereantile Marine, or 
in both. Owing to the courtesy of the 
authorities in foreign countries and of 
the owners of steamship lines, the Boiler 
Committee have been able carefully to 
inspect all these types of boilers in the 
ships where they have been in constant 
use, and their original opinion in favour 
ot these types has only been confirmed 
by what they have seen. I see it was 
stated, in a commentary in one of 
the leading papers on what was said in 
another place, that the experience of the 
personnel with the Belleville boilers would 
be of no use with the other types of 
water-tube boilers. That is not the case. 
The experience of the personnel, in which 
I include the stokers as well as the 


engineers, which they have gained with | 


the Belleville will be applicable to all 
these types of boilers; and, indeed, in 
one case at least, the stoking appears to 
be a very simple matter. I will give you 
a curious instance. ‘There is a ship called 


the “ Martello,” belonging to the Wilson 
Line, which has Babcock and Wilcox 
The Earl of Selhorne. 
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boilers, and the verdict on those boilers 
in one respect is unfavourable. They 
certainly are not so economical in 
coal as the cylindrical. On the other 
hand, by the end of last year this ship 
had run, with these boilers, over 70,000 
miles in ten voyages between Hull 
and New York, and her firemen had 
been changed every voyage, but with 
the exception of two tubes injured, which 
could easily be repaired, her defects after 
doing 70,000 miles were practically wil, 
and no trouble whatever has been 
experienced in working the boilers. 
Now, my Lords, there is not one of 
those advisers on whom the Board of 
Admiralty has to depend who will take 
the responsibility of advising the Board 
toreturn to the cylindrical boiler—not 
the Enginee1-in-Chief, not Sir William 
White, the old Director of Naval Con- 
Mr. 


struction, not Watts, the new 
Director of Naval Construction who 
has come from one of the greatest 
private yards in the country and 


can have no personal interest in the 
matter, not the Boiler Committee ; and 
yet I am urged by the advocates of 
cylindrical boilers, including some hon. 
friends of mine inthe House of Commons, 
for whose disinterested patriotism I have 
the most profound respect, to disregard 
all this advice and to return to the 
cylindrical Loiler. Well, I look about me 
and what dol see? I see that not one 
single foreign nation has taken that 
course. ‘The Americans, the French, the 
Germans, the Russians, the — Italians, 
the Japanese, not to mention minor 
naval Powers, without exception have 
adopted the water tube boiler as the type 
of naval boiler; and though it may be 
argued that it is quite possible that they 
may all be wrong and that in these 
matters we should frame our own poliey, 
yet it must be admitted that this, at any 
rate, is very strong presumptive evidence 
that there is a great deal to be said in 
favour of the water-tube boiler. 

But | will turn to our own admirals 
who command squadrons in which are 
ships with these water-tube _ boilers. 
There are four of such squadrons—the 
Channel Squadron, the Mediterranean 
Squadron, the East Indian Squadron, 
and the China Squadron | cannot 
extract from the commander-in-chiet of 
one of these squadrons a condemnation 
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of the water-tube principle. So anxious | first place, the ‘‘ Minerva’? has shown 
have L been that the Admiralty should | that the cylindrical boiler can sometimes 
know the exact opinion of those gallant | raise steam quicker than was supposed, 
officers, who have had actual experience ithough I think no engineer would 
ot these boilers with the responsibility of | advise its being done very often. But in 
command, that I have endeavoured to} neither case can you raise steam quickly 
extract from them a condemnation of the | with cold engines. As to easier changes of 
water-tube principle, and [ have absolutely | speed, 1 think there is something in that. 
failel to do so. In the case of the| As to facility for repairs, I think there 
Channel and Mediterranean Squadrons, it | is no doubt that is a claim of greater 
may, no doubt, be said that the gallant | convenience which must be allowed still 
commanders-in-chief had a personal re-| fully to stand. As to lesser risk in 
sponsibility for these water-tube boilers, | action. ] think that is a claim on 
but they had upon them the knowledge | behalf of the water-tube boiler the im- 
of the responsibility that would rest | portance of which is greater and not 
upon them when they were called upon | jess than it was. I may sav that 
to use vessels fitted with these boilers | the Admiralty are having this question 
in aime of war, and yet they have not | very earefully examined by high authori- 
condemned them. In the case of the | Ges: bik Heane: te kak one experience 2 
other commanders-in-chief, they have | Does anyone know what the effect of a 
had no connection whatever with the | fracture by a fragment of shell in a 
adoption of the water-tube principle, | .vlindrical boiler at over 200Ib. pressure 
and yet I cannot extract fron them any | could te Hemomber. the quantity of 
rd pg yr ee Chere or neenre | water to be flashed into steam in the case 
how the Chg eatin 9h Wate | eins. er i on tines nor 
’ : than in the case of the Belleville, which 
ail the others large and small cruisers. hn tte thee aii § sll tenes 6 
[have been reading only today a private | ben ; _ or. — iy, Sy yPs ts 
letter from the Inspector of Machinery water-tube boilers. It is more than 
- | temne’y’ | likely that steam would only escape 
at Hong Kong, and he speaks in the |. *": : oe 
highest terms of the state of efficiency | 7°™ the fracture rages. Pagan wry . 
of the machinery of all of them | Shere was an explosion with rE Es 
with the exception of the “Glory ” like three tons of water flashing into 
which, though it has given a good deal | Steam at the fracture, it would be a 
of trouble is now absolutely efficient. very different story from the flashing 
But that again was a case of mismanage-| into steam of the amount that would 
ment on the part of the personnel, be liberated by the sracture =—* eines 
Therefore, as a humble lavman, and not | tube boiier. 1 do not wish to dogmatise 
making any pretence to expert know- | on this, I merely indicate it as of real 
ledge, [ do say that my judgment goes | importance, and to tell the House that 
with the judgment of the Boiler Com- the point is now being examined by 
mittee—that so far as we can see at | experts. 
present the water-tube pri ciple has It may be said, and fairly, that that 
come to stay, and that, although the | danger would exist to a certain extent in 
Belleville may probably not be the type | a combination of boilers. Yes, that is 
which will suit our needs the best, yet | quite true; but in the case of the 
we shall work up to a thoroughly | boilers, as in the case of every other 
satisfactory standard water-tube boiler, | part of a battleship, the best you can 
just as we did work up to a thoroughly | hope for is a compromise. But the 
sitistactory standard cylindrical boiler. most important advantage of all remains, 
Now, my Lords, let me summarise | and that is the saving of weight. I will 
how the balancesheet stands at the | give you an instance which I think will 
present moment with respect to the/| strike your Lordships forcibly. The other 
water-tube boiler. I told you the original | day I asked the Director of Naval 
advantages claimed for it. Of these what | Construction for a rough sketch design 
now remain! As to the quicker raising | for a cruiser that would have 25,000 
of steam from all-cold boilers and) horse power. I asked for alternative 
engines, I do not think very much of | designs, one with water-tube and the 
that remains, for two reasons. In the| other with cylindrical boilers, everything 
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else being the same. 
difference in tonnage? ‘The design for 
the vessel with cylindrical — boilers 
showed 1,500 tons more displacement 
than the other, and when [| remon- 
strated and said it was impossible 
to go beyond the displacement fixed, 
the answer was, “If you insist on 
the displacement being the same, the 
ship with eylindrical boilers will have 
to be a knot slower.” That advantage, 
then, remains, with this deduction—that 
there is a greater consumption of coal in 
the case of the water-tube boiler. It is 
quite clear that if you have two types of 
boiler in similar ships, each carrying 
2,000 tons of coal, if one set of boilers con- 
sumesa higher percentage of coal than the 
other, of course it follows that that must 
be a set-off against the advantages of the 
water-tube type. What that excess of 
consumption is it is difficult to ascertain. 
I would not put it down at less than 
10 per cent. I think it is probably 
higher ; but as ships go on in their 
commission these drawbacks are partly 
overcome, and the extra consumption of 
coal decreases, 


1 will give your Lordships a striking 


instance of that. I take the case of 
the ‘‘Canopus” which has now been 
in commission in the Mediterranean 


The 


& 


for over two years. average coal 
consumption of the ‘ Canopus ’’ — the 
auxiliary coal consumption in harbour— 
for the six months ended December 31, 
1900, was 17°2 tons per day. ‘The same 
coal consumption for the six months 
ended December 31, 1901, was 10°2 tons 
per day. The lowest daily record during 
the first period of six months was 9:1, 
11°5, and 12°6 tons, and during the 
second period of six months, 6°8, 6:9, 
and 6°85 tons, and so on. I could give 
other instances where the assiduous 
attention of the engineers, the better 
understanding of the machinery, the 
detection of weak points in manufacture, 
and their gradual elimination have slowly 
worked down the consumption of coal toa 
more reasonable figure. But the fact re- 
mains, and it must never be lost sight 


of in weighing the advantages and 
(disadvantages of these two types of 


hoilers, that water-tube ships will never 
be so economical in coal as eylindrieal 
ships. There is this further disadvantage, 


The Earl of Selherne. 
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which was dealt with by Lord Charles 
Beresford in another place, that the deck 
hands have to be called upon to work in 
the stoke holes and in trimming coal on 
water-tube ships. But the deck hands 
are called upon to do similar work in 
cylindrical ships also, but not to so large 
an extent as in water-tube ships. That, 
however, does not mean that in action 
the deck hands on water-tube boilers 
would be taken away from attending to 
the guns in order to work in the bunkers 
or as stokers, for in time of peace stokers 
work in three, or not less than two 
watches, whereas in action all the stokers 
would be available. Still, | do not want 
to blur the fact that that is a real evil or 
difficulty. There is also extravagance in 
the use of water. That, however, is 
more a question of coal than a question 
of water, for this excessive consumption 
of water leads to the use of more coal 
for the purpose of condensation. Nor 
does it mean that water-tube ships carry 
more water than cylindrical ships. A 
ship can only carry the amount of water 
for which she has accommodation, and 
none of these water-tube ships are de- 
signed with more tanks than cylindrical 
ships. 

But the greatest disadvantage of all 
still remains, and that is the waste of 
time and money in repairs. Our difticul- 
ties in that respect have been with cruisers 
rather than with battleships. A return 
is being prepared for Parliament which 
wil! show what the has been 
to the country, both in the 
efficiency and money in the repairs of 
these water-tube cruisers. The results 
are startling. The cost in money has 
been very great, and the loss of 
efficiency, owing to the time the ships 
have beenin dockyard hands, has also been 
very considerable. [do not wish to mini- 
mise that. But if I did not think this 
evil was in the course of cure | should not 
be so sure as | am about the future of 
water-tube boilers. This evil has arisen 
from two causes which I have already 
mentioned—-imperfect manufacture and 
bad management. By far the greater 
part of the repairs has been owing to 
the decay of the tubes. That has for 
eighteen months past been absolutely 
arrested by the use of a process which 
ought to have been used three years 
ago and not eighteen months ago. Still, 


this question of repair and the extra 


cost 
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cost to the country must be written 
down as a real disadvantage on the side 
of the water-tube ships. But, my Lords, 
when you come to examine the return 
you must remember that it includes the 
complete breakdown of the “ Europa ” and 
“Hermes,” which of course makes the 
cost nuch greater than if the repairs had 
been merely for the ordinary wear and 
tear of the ships. The breakdown has 
een accounted for after the most ex- 
haustive inquiries, and [ may say—so 
far as it is wise or safe for a man in my 
position to prophesy-—I do not believe it 
is going to occur again. 

The Boiler Committee has for the time 
practically done its work, and I think 
the Adiniralty and the country and the 


Navy ought to be most grateful to 
these gentlemen, naval officers and 


civilians, who have given their services 
tothe country in this matter. The Pre- 
sident of the Committee, the new Com- 
mander-in-Chief in the Mediterranean, 
has already left this country, but not 
hefore the final report of the Committee 
had heen drawn up for presentation to 
the Admiralty. As [ have not myself 
ven or read the report yet, your Lord- 
ships will not expect me to say anything 
al But, in concluding their labours 
upto the point at which they could be 
concluded, the Committee have made 
provision for the completion of their 
experiments by retaining a certain number 
of their members under the vice-presidency 
of the Chief Inspector of Machinery, RLN., 
who is also a member of the Committee, to 
carry out the trials of the “ Medea” and 
the “ Medusa.” The final results of the 
work of the Committee cannot, of 
course, be seen, nor can the final policy 
of the Admiralty be formulated, until we 
have had full trials in commission of all 
the ships that are now being built ; but, 
subject to that consideration, what is in 
my mind now, and in the minds of my 
colleagues, is that we should strengthen 
the Admiralty in respect to the question 
of boilers in future, just as the Admiralty 
and the War Office have previously 
strengthened their hands in the matter 
of ordnance. 

It has been of the greatest possible 
advantage tothe Admiralty, and I believe 
also to the War Office, to have some of the 
highest authorities in the country, like Sir 
Andrew Noble, at their service to be) 
called on for advice on special points and 


wut it. 


{3 JuNE 1902} 


1246 


on special occasions in connection with 
ordnance. That is a principle which | 
think will be applied to the boilers, 
machinery, and engines of the Navy, and 
I hope we shall be able to find gentlemen 
who will give us their services in the 
matter. In conclusion, let me say a 
word with respect to a distinguished 
officer who has been the subject of much 
criticism in connection with the boiler 
question. I mean the Engineer-in-Chief 
of the Navy. The criticism which has 
been levied against him has been mis- 
placed. He is responsible only for the 
advice he gives the Board of Admiralty, 
and not for the decisions of the Board— 
each Board must bear the responsibility 
of its own decisions—and I desire to bear 
testimony to the devotion to duty, the 
ability, and the rare courage which he has 
displayed. With respect to the action of 
previous Boards, | think I may say—if I 
may, with great deference in the presence 
of my two predecessors in office—that the 
same results might have been achieved 
at a less cost by a more gradual process 
of experiment. But | admire their 
courageous reception of a new idea, and 
would ask Parliament and the public to 
contrast it with that deplorable prejudice 
which for years left this country alone 
among the nations with a Navy and an 
Army armed with muzzle loading guns. 


in the Nary. 


Lorp LAMINGTON: The noble Larl 
referred to water-tube boilers wearing 
out and becoming inefficient by decay, but 
1 would point out that the “* Hyacinth ” 
was a new ship. Are these defects liable 
in all water-tube boilers, or was the case 
of the “ Hyacinth” an exceptional one ? 
The noble Earl made no remark with 


regard to my contention that if the 
water-tube boilers are not used except 


on special occasions the stokers will not 
receive that training in the firing of 
these boilers which I understand it is 
most necessary they should have. 


*THe Eart or SELBORNE: That is 
quite a misapprehension. It will 
the duty of the officers to train the 
staff most thoroughly in their use. 
There is no intention of tying them 
up in cotton wool. As regards the 
‘Hyacinth,’ what happened was an 
extreme loss of water owing to leakages. 


be 


That was not due to the decay of the 
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tubes, it was caused by the state of the 
joints, and the evil is in process of being 
remedied. ‘The defect was one of work- 
manship, not of management. 


*EAkL SPENCER: My Lords, I feel it 
my duty to say a few words on this 
important matter, but first of all | must 
congratulate the First Lord on the very 
able and clear statement which he has 
made. He said that he almost wished 
that his two predecessors in office had 
more gradually introduced these tubulous 
boilers into the Navy. 1 do not know 
whether | ought to be included in that 
not very serious charge. The Board for 
which | was responsible, no doubt, teok 
the first step in the matter, and in that 
perhaps | have a larger responsibility 
than the noble Viscount opposite, who 
followed me at the Admiralty. We 
acted on the Report of a Committee, 
presided over by that distinguished 
Admiral Sir Alexander Buller, which 
recommended that these boilers should 
be introduced for experimental purposes, 


and we placed them in two of the 
largest cruisers then building, the 
* Powerful” and the “Terrible.” The 


noble Viscount who followed me at the 
Admiralty did a great deal more. If I 
am not mistaken there are at present 
about sixty-one ships of the Navy with 
tubulous boilers. As to the Committee, 


we lave had from them an interim 
report, but many think that it is 
rather vague on certain points. They 


gave a general support to water-tube 
boilers, and recommended that the Belle- 
ville boilers should be leit in the vessels 
in which they had already been fitted, 
and in vessels that were so nearly finished 
that the replacement of them by another 
system of boilers would be extremely 
difficult. It is certainly rather startling 
to find that, although they condemn 
Belleville boilers in one sentence. they do 
not wish to alter them in ships in which 
they have already been placed. I rather 
deprecate raising a discussion on this 
extremely important matter at present ; 
it would have been much more satisfactory 
to have waited until this report had been 
considered by the Admiralty and 
presented to Parliament, which I presume 
will be soon. | am glad to find from 
what the noble Earl has said that the 
tubulous boilers are still considered to be 


The Earl of Selborne. 
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right ones for the Navy, as we were 
responsible for their introduction. We 
know too, that they have been adopted 
in nearly every other Navy in the world, 
Whether the adoption of the Belleville 
boiler is justified remains more doubtful. 
As to that, the noble Karl seemed to be 
a little uncertain, and said that in cer- 
tain respects, he did not agree with the 
Committee. The noble Earl used a some- 
what curious expression ; he paused, and 
then suid he thought they were not to be 
adopted in the future, at all events at the 
present moment. Ido not know exactly 
what the noble Earl meant by that. 


*THE Earn or SELBORNE: There 
may he improvements in the Belleville, or 
any other type of boiler, in the future 
which [ cannot foresee. 


heard what the 


some satisfaction, 


*EaRL SPENCER: | 
Rar! with 
hecause | am somewhat inclined to sup- 
port the Belleville bo ler. L understood 
that the officers of the “ Powerful ” did 
not condemn the Belleville boilers, but 
said that any defects that had occurred 
during her commission were detects in 
the engilies. 


noble said 


*Tue Earn or SELBORNE: There 
has been no trouble with the “ Power- 
ful’ since [ have been First Lord. 
*Eart SPENCER: When water-tube 
boilers were introduced, it was done on 
what we considered very strong argu 
ments in their favour. ‘The Earl 
rather disposed of the argument as to 
the rapidity of raising steam, but he 
only quoted the case of the “ Minerva. 
I showld rather like to know whetter 
general experience supports the theory 
that with cylindrical boilers you can 
raise steam as rapidly as you can with 
tubulous boilers. If so, [ am_ rather 
surprised, for the greater rapidity in 
raising steam was one of the strongest 
arguments in favour of the tubulous 
boilers. I was glad to hear what 


,t 
nome 


was said as to the reduction to a 
minimum of the danger to — boilers 
from shot and shell, and also as to 
the possibility of rapidly replacing 4 
damaged boiler. There are other 
matters to which we attached impor 
tance. There is the question ol 
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weight, which seems to;be of enor- 
mous importance. I should have 
thought that this question of space 
and weight was also of great impor- 
tance to the merchint service. There 
can be no question but that the lesser 
weight of tubulous boilers is of very 
value to a man-of-war, and 
enables much heavier gun fire to be 
given to the ship. 
~The accidents on ships with tubulous 
boilers, as is shown by an interesting 
report, are not greater than those which 
unfortunately must always occur with 
evlindrical boilers. There are, no 
doubt, certain drawbacks, such as the 
large coal consumption, and the expense 
of repair; but, in my opinion, judging 
by the arguments I heard while at 
the Admiralty, the advantages of the 
tubulous boilers greatly outweigh the 
disadvantages. It must be remembered, 
too, that there is a great difference in 
the skill displayed by the men who 
manage the stokehold, and these men 
are generally the least trained of any in 
the service. It depends a great deal too, 
on the artificers, a clays not too numerous 
hut very efficient in the Navy. ! 
understand that in the French Navy 
they are now training a special and 
skilful class of stokers. If we are 
to have these watertube — boilers 
the question of how they are to be 
handled by the men becomes of very 
great importance indeed, and I should 
be rather glad to hear that the Ad- 
miralty are considering whether any 
particular training should be given to 
the stokers, or even whether a different 
class of men should be raised. The 
Earl said that the System of 


great 


ioble 


mixed boilers has been tried experiment- | 


ally in other navies, and, as far as | 
could gather, he defended it a good deal 
ou the ground that the use of one ciass 
of boiler or the other depends on the 
wisdom and discretion of the commanding 
otticer, I think there may be 
danger that when this mixed system is 
in vogue they will be using the evlindri- 
hoiler in time of peace, and not 
practising sutliciently with the tubulous 
boiler, and that when the time of 

comes they will not have obtained the prac- 
tiee | 


ana 


some 


} 
cal 
war 


experience which are necessary. 
Phat is one difficulty which | think ought 


to he considered in the proposal that has 
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lately been made by the Admiralty. I 
repeat that I regret this debate arose 
before the final Report of the Boiler 
Committee has been laid on the Table of 
the House, and though, probably, the 
subject is rather a dry one to any one 
who has not been actually at the Admir- 
alty, the question of the boilers in His 
Majesty's Fleet is one of the greatest 
possible importance. If they are not 
efficient, not only in the manufacture, 


in the Navy. 


but also in regard to the men who 
are put in charge of them, serious 
(lisasters may come in the — future, 
and I am sure we all wish to see this 


part of the splendid service of the Navy 
carried out with the utmost suecess and 
efficiency 


Viscount GOSCHEN : [ would echo 
what fell from my noble friend opposite 
with regard to the extreme lucidity of 
the speech of my noble friend the First 
Lord of the Admiralty. I should like to 
add that, from the first day he accepted 
ottice, I have been extremely struck by 
the manner in which he is able to place 
the most complicated naval question 
before this House. That is a great ad- 
vantage, because it enables our debates 
to be conducted on much more satis- 
factory lines, while, at the same time, it 
informs the public in a most authoritative 
manner of matters of vital importance to 
the interest of the country. I do not 
propose to occupy your Lordships’ time 
many minutes with reference to any con- 
nection which I myself have had with 
this question or with a defence of the 
action which I thought it necessary to 
take. My noble friend, in one phrase at 
the end of his speech, suggested, but not 
without adding a compliment to — his 
criticism, that possibly we went too fast 
at the beginning when tubulous boilers 
were first introduced. I will not entirely 
deny, judging ev post fucto, that it might 
have been better if we had = contined 
tubulous boilers to fewer ships, but I 
I doubt whether that condemnation 
of the boilers which has existed in some 
quarters would at all have oceurred, 
and whether our action would not have 
heen the subject of praise rather than 
of censure, but for these cireumstances 
to which my noble friend alluded, and 
which damaged most seriously, if 1 may 
use the word, the presfive of the tubul- 
ous boilers their first 


on introduction. 
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Those were the drawbacks to which he 
alluded, of inferior manufacture, and 
the insufficient training of those who 
were put in charge of those eigines. 

With reference to the imperfect 
manufacture, of course, that is a 
matter entirely beyond the control of 
the Admiralty, though, so far as could 
be discovered by inspection, the work 
came up to the standard which was 
imposed. But | presume it is possible, 
in the new developments which have 
taken place, to detect slight but most 
important imperfections, when the 
inspectors and every one connected 
with the management of these boilers 
have so much larger experience of them. 
With reference to the sending of men 
to sea in charge of boilers who 
had not sutticient experience, it is possible 
that the extraordinary complication was 
not sufficiently realised. It was im- 
portant, looking to the great advantages 
which the tubulous boilers presented, 
that they should be introduced, and it 
was difficult tomanage thetransition from 
the trained men whom I trust we shall 
have in the future to the necessarily 
untrained men we had in the past. My 
noble friend the First Lord of the Ad- 
miralty has explained how eases like 
those of the “ Hermes,” the * Europa,” 
and many others which especially affected 
the public mind with reference to water- 
tube boilers were simply due to the want 
of management on the part of the 
engineers. The difficulty lay, not only 
with the stokers. but with the whole of 
the engineers of the Navy, who had to 
unlearn something they had learned 
before, and to learn afresh something 
they had not learned before. 

But what is really important now is to 
look to the present situation, and I must 
say that I think there was a great deal 
of force inthe comment which fell from 
my noble friend opposite that we are at 
some disadvantage in debating this sub- 
ject without having the Report of the 
us. | 


these 


Beiler Committee before would 
almost go so far as to say that my noble 
friend himself is at a disadvantage in 
not having the Report before him, and I 
should wish to say that I think he has 
been at a disadvantage in coming to a 
conelusion as to the course to be adopted 
ard to the cruisers which are now 


in re 


or 
fon) 


Viscount Goschen. 
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being built without having the authorita- 
tive view of the Boiler Committee, upon 
which, practically, he rests the policy he 
is pursuing with regard to the boilering of 
thenew ships. Ithink my noble friend js 
resting his case mainly on the Boiler 
Committee—in fact, he said so more 
than once. But we do not know what 
evidence the Boiler Committee had, nor 
do we know —at least, I do not know 
what witnesses they have called with 
reference, for instance, to this combina- 
tion of the tubulous boiler and the 
eylindrical boiler in the same ship. 
Have the Boiler Committee examined 
naval engineers and asked whether such 
a system could be managed conveniently } 
Has evidence been heard from naval 
officers as to the new departure! Or 
has my noble friend been compelled to 
go to what I may call the recommenda- 
tion of the Committee without the 
evidence which they have collected on 
this very important subject? My noble 
friend, as I have said, rests on the Boiler 
Committee. But then the Belleville 
boiler is condemned by the Boiler Com- 
mittee, and the Diirr and Niclausse 
boilers are recommended for adoption. 
While we have the Report of the 
evidence against the Belleville boiler, | 
myself have not seen any evidence 
or any arguments yet produced in 
favour of the Diirr and Niclausse boilers. 
I do not know whether my noble friend 


has had any evidence on that -ubject, 
but I can searcely think he has. I do 
not know whether he has had access 
to the officers, at all events, who 
may have given evidence in favour 
of this combination. With reference 
to the condemnation of the  Belle- 
ville boilers, my noble friend  pro- 
duced, if IT may say so, evidence on 


the other side, though he did not mention 
the actual fact, from the commanders of 
all our squadrons. He = stated very 
emphatically that he attempted to extract 
condemnation of the water-tube boilers, 
and that he had not been able to extract 
They were all in 
favour of what boilers ? Of the 
Belleville boilers which have been 
demned by the Boiler Committee, and 
which condemnation, subject to some 


such condemnation. 


con- 


modifications my noble friend accepts, 


and accepts to this degree, that he does 
not give a place to the Belleville boiler in 
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the combination with the cylindrical 
boilers as he has given it to the others. 
That is the situation as far as 
Belleville boiler is concerned. As regards 
the cylindrical boiler generally, my noble 
friend was, as I think he always is, most 
candid in summing up the pros and cons, 
but he gave a great deal of authority. 
He stated the authority of Sir William 
White and of others, and he pointed out 
how, beyond the Boiler Committee, there 
was a great deal of evidence to be adduced 
in favour of the tubulous boiler. 

I feel quite certain, both with my noble 
friend the First Lord of the Admiralty 
and my noble friend opposite, that the 
ease of the tubulous boilers apart from 
the question of the particular hoiler 
in use, is absolutely concluded, and 
that no Admiralty would go back again 
entirely from tubulous boilers. My noble 
friend has gone from tubulous 
boilers so far as to assent to a combina- 
tion, but I refrain from arguing in favour 
of the water-tube boiler, because I consider 
the case is concluded in its favour. My 
fecling about the present situation is 
really this, that it is impossible on the 
data before us, to found any just criticism 


hack 


upon the course which His Majesty's 
Government has adopted. I do not 
think we know enough with reference 


to this combination between water-tube 
and cylindrical boilers, to be 
able to torm an adequate opinion. — [ 
do not know how soon my noble friend 
will be able to put evidence before us. 
I sympathise in the wish that no long 
time may elapse before we have that 
My noble friend has had 
decision on the authority 
of the Committee, without submitting 
to public criticism, the evidence upon 
which that conclusion is founded. — I 
gather that the Boiler Committee have 
distinctly recommended the combination. 


boilers 


eV idence, 


+ L- 1; 
to take nis 


* THe EARL OF SELBORNE: Yes. 


Viscount GOSCHEN : I should also 
like to know the facts and experience 
as to the double training in management 
and stoking, and whether that knowledge 
is sutiiciently interchangeable to make 
We know that 
the combination system is in use in the 
German Navy, and so far that is primi 


this combination wise. 


I am most 
anxious not to prejudge the question, 
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but so far my noble friend has only 
the authority of the Committee for the 
serious departure he is taking. 


* Tue EarLor SELBORNE: With the 
indulgence of your Lordships I will deal 
briefly with the more important points 
raised in the discussion. When this 
Question was put down there was no 
prospect, that I knew of, of the final 
Report of the Committee being so 
shortly received, and I do not know 
now how soon it will be possible for 
the Admiralty thoroughly to study it, 
and form its final conclusions so as to 
present the fullest possible information 
to Parliament. I am glad, however, 
of the opportunity of discussing the 
subject betore the presentation of the 
Final Report. The question of training 
stokers has not been neglected. A large 
number are becoming trained with 
the Belleville in the ships in commis- 
sion, and apart from that there is 
a tender now attached to each depot 
for the training of stokers in water- 
tube boilers. The experience of the use 
of the combination system in the German 
Navy—the system is reported on highly 
by the Germans—and in the American 
Navy is, that there is economy of coal 
effected, and I have not even heard it 
suggested that there is any difficulty 
in managing the two types in one ship, 
The Admiralty will certainly take care 
that the these ships are 
properly trained in the use of both 
water-tube and cylindrical boilers. | 
have been in constant communica- 
Boiler Committee, but 
it was impossible to wait for their 
Final Report, because that would have 
involved delay in finishing the cruisers. 
We have acted on the Committee’s 
advice, and we have been cognisant of 
the evidence and experience which led 
the Committee to the conclusion they 
arrived at. As soon as possible the 
Final Report, and the evidence will be 
presented to Parliament. 


stokers of 


1 
tne 


Lord LAMINGTON: Is the only ad- 
vantage derived from the combination 
system ot boilers that of economy of coal 
consumption ¢ 


* THe Eart or SELBORNE: { would 
not say that was the only advantage, 
but it is by far the greatest, 








1255 The King’s 
Viscount GOSCHEN: Is it not to 
avoid the wear and tear of the water-tube 
boilers that for ordinary purposes the 
cylindrical boilers are preferred } 


* THe Earn or SELBORN "=: I would 
not go so faras tosay that that is so. 1 
hope that in future the wear and tear 
will be so reduced that I should not pre- 
sent that as one of the reasons. 


CORONATION CEREMONIES—ACCOMO- 
DATION FOR PEERS Xe. 

Lorp NEWTON inquired whether 

Earl Carrington could give the House 

any information with regard to the 


arrangements which had been made for 


the convenience of peers, peeresses, and 
their friends on the day of the Coronation. 


Earn CARRINGTON (in the absence 
of Lord James of HEREFORD, Chairman 
of the Committee) said everything would 
be done by the Earl Marshal and the 
Chief Commissioner of Police to promote 
the comfort of their Lordships on Corona- 
tion day. As tar as he had been able to 
gather, the peers and peeresses would be 
required to enter the Abbey by the west 
door, and some peers had expressed an 
opinion in favour of having breakfast at 
the House of Lords before attending the 
Coronation ceremony. It was found, 
however, that the peers and peeresses 
would be required to be in their places 
in the Abbey by halt-past eight o'clock 
in the morning, and it was therefore 
impossible to provide breakfast in the 
House. But as all peers, 
peeresses in their own right, dowager 
peeresses, the lords spiritual, the eldest 
daughters of peers, and the eldest sons 
of pers, together with their wives, 
would be, by the courtesy of the Lar! 
Marshal, enabled to pass through the 
Poet’s Corner door, and walk across to 
the pet rs’ entrance to the House of Lords, 
contusion in finding carriages would be 
avoided, The expense attending various 
arrangements that would have to be 
made was not matter for discussion In 
the House. There was the supply of 
awnings, cloak-rooms, and attendants, 
and the estimate for all details would not 
be below £200. That would fall on their 

Luncheon at £1 10s. Od. 
served in the Royal Gallery, 


peeres ses, 


Lordships. 
would be 
and a buifet would be erected in the 


{LORDS} 
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peers’ dining-room, where light refresh- 
ments would be served at a charge of 
something like 15s. The Committee 
were trying not to give a Belshazzar-like 
feast, but only hoping to give a comfort- 
able luncheon to the peers and peeresses ; 
and if anything went wrong he hoped 
the Hoiise would see that it would not be 
the fault of the small Committee, but its 
great misfortune. 


Lorp RIBBLESDALE said all the 
information they had heard seemed 
delightful—but he had not yet decided 
whether he should take his chance at 
the 15s. buffet or the Belshazzar feast, 
What he wanted to know was whether 
there would be any chance of getting a 
sandwich and whiskey and soda some- 
where in the background while the 
Belshazzar feast was going on. 


EARL CARRINGTON said the noble 
Lord’s suggestion and any other would 
be gladly received and considzred by the 
committee. ; 


Lord LAMINGTON asked if it were 
the case that the Members of th 
House of Commons were to have their 
food in Westminster Hall, and whether 
they were to have an awning for which 
they would have to pay £2. 


Eart CARRINGTON said he believed 
that the House of Commons luncheon 
would be 12s. 6d. a head, but that House 
had a_ well-organized 
supply in daily working, with a large 
staff of servants, whereas the cireum- 
stances in the House of Lords were 
entirely different 


svstem of food 


WHE KING'S MESSAGE. 

THe LORD CHANCELLOR (the Earl 
of Hatspury): My Lords, I have to 
make a Motion of an unusual character, 
which is that the House at its rising do 
meet tomorrow at 4.15. The ground for 
making that Motion and asking your 
Lordships to assent to it is that it is 
confidently anticipated that His Majesty 
will send a Message to his Parliament 
tomorrow, and it is thought desira! 
that your Lordships should be in attend 
ance to receive His Majesty’s gracious 


Mes sage. 
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EarL SPENCER: I do not know 
whether the noble Earl on the Woolsack 
can give us any idea whether there is 
likely to be any discussion on the Message. 
It might be a merely formal Message, or 
one concerning which we might have to 
give notice of Motion on some future day, 
and it would be for the convenience of 


some noble Lords, who might have 
arranged to he elsewhere, to know. 
THe Eart or HALSBURY: I am 


hardly in a position to answer that ques- 
tion. I have no doubt that if there were 
an expression of opinion that the Message 
required to be discussed your Lordships 
would agree to adjourn the debate. 


House adjourned at Twenty 
Minutes before Seven o'clock, 
till Tomorrow, a quarter-past 
Four o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tw sliny, 3rd June, 1902, 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS, 


BEXHILL AND ROTHERFIELD RAIL- 
WAY (ABANDONMENT) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 
CHIGWELL, LOUGHTON, AND 
WOODFORD GAS BILL [Loxps]. 

7; Read the third time, and passed with 
Amendments. 
CROYDON AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC 
TRAMWAYS BILLL. 

Read the third time, and passed. 
SCOTTISH EQUITABLE LIFE ASSUR- 
ANCE SOCIETY BILL [Lorps]. 

Read the third tirne, and passed with 
Amendments. 
CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL. 


As amended, considered ; 
the third time. 


to be read 


MEDWAY AND THAMES CANAL 
BILL [Lorps}. 


Read a second time, and committed. 
VOL. CVIIT. [FourTH Sertes.] 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDEKS (No. 2) BILL, 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL, 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 4) BILL. 

Read a second time, and committed. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 

Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time to- 
morrow. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 


VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 


_lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered 


tomorrow. 

FINCHLEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
ABERTILLERY URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [Lorps], 
BRADFORD-ON-AVON GAS BILL [LorDs]}. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 

Reported, without Amendment [{ Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]. 

Bill to be read the third 
morrow. 


time to- 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP K). 

Sir JouN BRUNNER reported from the 
Committee on Group K of Private Bills, 
That the parties promoting the Pier and 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill 
had stated that the evidence of Mr. John 
Allingham, Junior, of the Harbour 
Offices, Waterford, was essential to their 
ease, and, it having been proved that 
his attendance could not be procured 
without the intervention of the House, 
he had been instructed to move that the 
said John Allingham, Junior, do attend 
the said Committee on Friday, at half- 
past Eleven of the clock. 

Ordered, that John Allingham, Junior, 
do attend the said Committee on Group 
K of Private Bills on Friday, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock. 

3 A 
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PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP K). nares See Sa RAIL- 
Sir Joun Brunner reported from the — . 


ae ane apc acta tt Read the first time; and referred to 
: ; {xaminers etitions fo iv 
Committee had adjourned till Thursday the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 
next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. LAND DRAINAGE PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 
STANDING ORDERS. Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
Resolution reported from the Com- visional Order confirmed]; Report to lie 
mittee, upon the Table. 


“That, in the case of the Barrow Bill to be read the third time to- 
Hematite Steel Company, Limited, Bill morrow. 
[Lords], the Standing Orders ought to 
be dispensed with. That the parties be LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
permitted to proceed with their Bill.” ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 

Resolution agreed to. Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 

visional Orders contirmed | ; Report to lie 

upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time to- 
morrow. 


UNIVERSITY OF WALES (GRADUATES) 
aL. 
Reported, without Amendment, from 
the Standing Committee on Law, etc. 


, ; PETITIONS. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 199.] BOROUGH FUNDS ACTS AMENDMENT 
Minutes of the Proceedings of the oo vagal — 
Standing Committee to be printed. _ Petition trom Woolwich, in tavour, to 
[No. 199.] lie upon the Table. 


Bill [not amended] to be taken into EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
consideration tomorrow. . : > — Pere 
. Petitions against: From Fordsham ; 

MESSAGE N 1E S. eee 5 “ie ? 
ae SORES CON Se Hee Bedford: Oughtibridge: Measborough 

Phat they have agreed to :— es Dyke; North Shields: Rotherham; 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional [éeds: and. Pocklington: to lie upon 
Order (No. 1) Bill without Amendment. mm. , _ 

the Table. 

Amendments to 

London and South Wester ailway 

“atid estern Railway sp yccation (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
Bill [ Lords}. BILI 

Street Urban District Council Water Sitiitene 3 <a ti es 
Bill [Lords]. etitions for alteration: From Lee 

Tyne Improvement Commission Bill (five) ; and Durham ; to lie upon the 
[ Lords], without Amendment. Table. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ELEMENTARY EDUCATION, 
“An Act to provide for placing the Petition from Merthyr Tydvil, for 
Imperial Institute under the management alteration of law : to lie upon the Table. 
of the Board of Trade ; and for other pur- 
poses.” (Imperial Institute Bill)—{ Lords. ] FINANCE BILL. 

P pot poy: pe gl yoru Petitions for alteration: From East 
~ elon ne eng the perio’ | Ham (two); Stoke Newington; and 
imited by the Hastings Harbour District | Dastidon - to fe enon the Tale 
Railway Act, 1897, for the compulsory iseetieai — P ° 
purchase of lands, and for extending the ORE 
period limited by that Act for the con-| CEES BEA. 

struction of the Railways and works by | Petitions in favour: From Whitby ; 
that Act authorised.” Hastings Harbour | Moss Side; East Drayton ; Blackburn 
District Railway. (Extension of Time) | (two); and Northampton ; to lie upon 
Bill—{ Lords. } the Table. 
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1961 Returns, 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ { 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petition from London, in favour ; to 
ie upon the Table. 


7 MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 


SISTER BILL. 

Petitions against : From Cheltenham; | 
Southam pton ; Plymouth ; Lewes (three) ; 
%. Albans; Walthamstow; Carlisle 
three); Horsleydown; Ashton-under- 
lyne; and Wokingham; to lie upon 
the Table. 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL. 
Petition from Strabane, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fed and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
uthorising the construction of Light 
Rai ways from Tenterden to Headcorn. 
in the county of Kent, and at Roberts- 
bridge, in the county of Sussex, and for 
other purposes (Rother Valley Light 
Railway (Extensions) Order, 1902) [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, amending 
The Lizard Light Railway Order, 1898 
(Lizard Light Railway (Amendment) 
Order, 1902) [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table, 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of 
a Light Railway in the county of East 
Suffolk, between Southwold and Kessing- 
land, and the conversion of the gauge | 
of the existing Southwold Railway and 
the working thereof asa Light Railway 
under The Light Railways Act, 1896 
(Southwold Light Railway Order, 1902) 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the | 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- | 
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fied and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of 
a Light Railway in the county of York, 
from Stainland with old Lindley to 
Greetland (Deanhead Light Railway 
Order, 1902) | by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board 
of Trade, amending the Gower Light 
Railway Order, 1897 (Gower Light 
Railway (Amendment) Order, 1902) [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board 
of Trade, authorising the construction 


of light railways in the borough 
of Swansea and in the rural district 
/of Llangyfelach, in the county of 


Glamorgan (Swansea and District Light 


Railways Order, 1902) [by Command]; 


to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, amending the Grimsby and Salt- 
fleetby Light Railway Order, 1898 
(Grimsby and Saltfleetby Light Railway 
(Amendment) Order, 1902) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Proceedings of the Board of Trade up to 
the 3lst December, 1901, and of the 
proceedings of the Light Railway 
Commissioners up to the same date [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, und to be 
printed. [No. 198.] 


EAST INDIA (INDIA OFFICE, 
RETIREMENT AT SIXTY-FIVE). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ Address330th May; Lord G. Hamilton) ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


(duestion Ss. 


Alleged Unnecessary Inquest. 

Stir JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 
Mr. Attorney General whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the holding of an 
inquest on a man aged seventy who died 
lately in his own home at Mapplewell, 
after being ill for more than three years 
of cancer; if he will explain why an 
inquest was held in this case; and 
whether he will promote legislation to 
prevent inquests being necessary in such 
cases. 


(Answer.) I find, on inquiry, that an 
inquest was held in this case to explain 
the reason of the deceased man’s having 
a dislocation of the hip, complicated by 
fracture of the thigh bone; and that it 
was only after very careful attention to 
the medical evidence at the inquest that 
the jury were enabled to return a verdict 
to the effect that the death was purely 
natural, and that the injuries «> the 
bones were the result of the cancerous 
growth, and were not due, as_ had 
appeared possible, to a fall or external 
violence of some kind. Under these 
circumstances, it seems impossible to say 
that the coroner did not properly exercise 
the discretion given him by the Act.— 
(Tome Office.) 


Deaths from Use of Electricity in Mines. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he will state the number of deaths due 
to the use of electricity in mines or 
shafts from Ist January, 1902, to 29th 
May. 


(Answer.) I am unable to give the 
figures asked for without special refer- 
ence to every inspector, to whom, and 
not to the Home Office direct, the 
accidents are reported. The particulars 
of such accidents as those in question 
are given in the annual Reports and 
Returns; and, unless some special object 
is to be attained, I do not think it 
desirable to call for special Returns from 


the inspectors at irregular intervals.— | 


(Home Office.) 
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Scottish Congested Districts Board— 
tInverlael Farm. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Lord Advocate, seeing that 
the farm of Inverlael, in the parish of 
Lochbroom, Ross-shire, formerly sup- 
ported many crofter families, and is now 
vacant, will the Secretary for Scotland 
consider the expediency of communicat- 
ing with the proprietor with a view to 
the acquisition of the farm by the Con- 
gested Districts Board for the creation 
of new holdings. 


(Answer.) The Secretary for Scotland 
is informed that no part of the farm of 
Inverlael is now vacant. Some ten or 
twelve years ago a part of it was taken 
from the farmer and given by the pro- 
prietor in extension of crofter holdings, 
The transference of the remainder, after 
buying out the farm tenant, is now a 
completed transaction.—(Scottish Office.) 


Telegraphic Communication with the 
rkney Islands. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): To ask the Lord Advocate 
if his attention has been called to the 
fact that a petition from the island of 
North Ronaldshay, praying that tele- 
graphic communication should _ be 
established with the mainland, was re- 
fused consideration by the Post Office 
owing to the extensive nature of the 
work; and whether, seeing that the 
population of the island is over 400, that 
there is no medical officer there, and that 
medical or surgical attendance can only 
be procured after considerable delay, he 
will consult with the Northern Light 
house Commission, the Seotch Fishery 
Board, and the Congested Districts 
Board as to the establishment of com- 
munication by heliograph, semaphore, 
or pigeon post. 


(dusuer.) The Secretary for Scotland 
is not prepared to initiate action in the 
direction indicated by the hon. Member. 
He will, however, be happy to consider 
any scheme for facilitatingeommunication 
that may be laid before him by those 
interested.—(Svottish Office.) 


Judicial Arrangements in Ayrshire. 
Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.): To 
ask the Lord Advocate whether, in view 
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of the fact that there is now a vacancy 
in the offices of sheriff and commissary 
clerk at Ayr, he will, in any re-arrange- 
ment, consider the claims of Kilmarnock 
asa convenient business centre for the 
county. 


(daswer.) The new arrangements 
rendered necessary by the death of the 
commissary clerk of Ayrshire are at 
present under the consideration of the 
Treasury, and the whole matter will be 
duly considered by the Secretary for 
Scotland and myseli, but I do not think 
itis at all probable that the commissariat 
oi Ayrshire will be treated in a different 
manner from that of all the other 
Scottish counties.—(Scoftish Office.) 


Afghan Subjects in Persia. 

Mr. WEIR: Toask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs if he will 
state why British consulate protection is 
no longer afforded to Afghan subjects in 
Persia. 


(.duswer.) It was arranged between | 


His Majesty's Government and the 
Persian Government in 1890 that the 
Persian authorities would receive in a 
friendly spirit representations made by 
British diplomatic and consular agents 


on behalf of Afghan subjects who might | 


has been no 
arrangeiment.— 


There 
this 


appeal to them. 
departure from 
(Foreign Office B 


Overcrowding of ’Buses and Trams. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade, seeing that the over- 
crowding of omnibuses and tram ears is 
prohibited, and that the overcrowding 
of railway carriages causes inconvenience 
to passengers, and has resulted in 
accidents, will he consider the expediency 
ot introducing legislation such as will 
render railway companies liable to 
penalties in cases of overcrowding. 


(duswer.) It is not the intention of the 
Board of Trade to propose such legisla- 
tion.—( Lourd of Trade.) 


Vaccination—Exemption Certificates. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby): ‘To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home> Department whether he 
is aware that Mr. E. Dew made applica- 
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tion to the Spelthorne sessions, Staines, 
on Monday, 5th May, for an exemption 
certificate on the ground of conscientious 
objection to vaccination; that, four of 
the magistrates being in tavour of grant- 
ing the certificate and four against, it 
was refused ; and, seeing that under the 
circumstances two of the magistrates 
who were in favour of granting the 
certificate could have signed the certifi- 
cate, whether he will state what action 
he proposes to take. 


Questions, 


(Auswer,.) Iam advised that where a 
majority of the justices sitting in petty 
sessions are not in favour of granting a 
certificate of exemption from vaccination, 
it would not be proper for any minority 
to grant the certificate unless the other 
justices present abstained from adjudicat- 
ing inthe case. There is no action 
which I can take in the matter.—(//ome 
Office). 


Notification of Accidents in Mines— 
Departmental Committee. 


Mr. MARKHAM: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether he will state the names of the 
Departmental Committee he has nomi- 
nated to inquire into the matter of 
accidents in mines; whether any of these 
gentlemen have any practical experience 
of coal mining or electricity. end whether 
any of them hold a first-class certificate ; 
and, if not, whether he will forthwith 
appoint representatives of both the coal- 
owners and workmen to advise him on 
this inquiry. 


(Answer.) I have not appointed any 
Committee to inquire into accidents in 
mines. That subject was fully investi- 
gated a few yearsago by a Royal Com- 
mission. The Committee to which I 
referred, in answer to a Question some 
days ago, was appointed to report on 
the system of notification of accidents, 
not in mines only, but in all industries.— 


(Hoine Office.) 


Deaths from use of Electricity in Mines. 

Mr. MARKHAM: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department, 
having regard to the fact that Mr. A. H. 
Stokes, His Majesty's Inspector of Mines 
in the Midland District. has stated that 
the two fatal accidents due to electricity 
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occurring in his district during the year 
1901 could have been avoided if, in the 
first case, an earth return had not been 
employed ; and, in the second case, if the 
motor terminals had been properly pro- 
tected, whether he will explain why, 
under these circumstances, he did not 


forthwith order an inquiry into these | 


two cases, and why his Department 
made no request to the companies in 


question to grant facilities for such an | 


inquiry. 


(Ansuier.) 
to electricity occurred in the Midland 
District in the year 1901. Another, 
which is perhaps alluded to, occurred at 
Wyken Colliery in September 1900. In 
both cases full inquiry was made by the 
inspector with the result shown in his 
report. Every facility appears to have 
been afforded him to ascertain the facts, 
which were also given in evidence 
at the coroner's inquest held in each 
case.—( Home Office.) 


Civil Service—Abstractor Clerks. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): Toask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether the Orderin Council of 15th 
August 1890 applied to the abstractor 
class of clerks on 20th October 1894, on 
27th January 1897, or even on 14th 
September 1899, on which date an 
efficient established abstractor formally 
protested against being compelled to 
come under Clause 10 of that Order. 


(4nsuvr.) Clause 10 of the Order of 
August 1589U—as extended by Clause 18 
of the Order of November 1898—became 
applicable to the Abstractor Class for 
the first time on 29th November 1899. 
But apart from Orders in Council there 
is a right inherent in every head of 
Department to retire an officer at any 
time at which he considers that the 
interests of the service make it desirable. 
—( Treasury ) 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that officials 
known as abstractors perform precisely 
similiar duties as second division clerks, 
and seeing that the latter class of Civil 
Servant receives an initial salary of £70 
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a year, rising rapidly to £250 and higher, 
while it takes an abstractor twelve years 
to reach £100 a year and twenty-two 


‘years to reach the maximum of £150; 
will he take steps to obtain from the 
Lords Commissioners of His Majesty's’ 
Treasury their sanction to an improve. 


ment in the prospects of abstractors, 
considering that abstractors have had 
training in Government duties as boys. 


(Answer.) The scale of salary for 
abstractors,is not peculiar to the Post 
Office but is general for the various 
public departments in which abstractors 
are employed, and the Postmaster 


General sees no {reason to make any | 


representation on the subject so far as 
the officers of the abstractor’s class in the 
employment of the Post Office Depart 
ment are concerned.—(J/’ost Office.) 


Grimsby Post Office. 

Sirk WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he is prepared 
to give an answer to the petition, for. 
warded to him in February, from the 
indoor staff of the Grimsby post office, 
asking that a Home Office inspector 
might inspect and report upon the 
sanitary conditions of the office. 


(Answer.) The Postmaster General 
has received reports upon the head 
telegraph oftice at Grimsby, which is 
presumably the office referred to. These 
do not lead to the conclusion that the 
conditions of the building are insani- 
tary; but he has called for a further 
report from the local medical officer 
of the post office; and when that has 
been received he will decide what 
further measures, if any, are necessary. 
There is no reason to suppose that the 
requirements of the Factory Acts, if 
they were applicable to such a building, 
are not fulfilled—(/’ost Office.) 


Coronation Processions—Facilities for 
Members. 


Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, 
Saffron Walden): To ask the First 
Commissioner of Works whether he can 
now state the position of the seats to 
be provided for Members of Parliament, 
and their friends, on the 26th and 27th 
June; and whether, in the event of 
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the Coronation procession not passing | 


in front of such seats on the 27th, | 
seats can be provided on the Speaker's 
Green. 


(Answer.) The stands for Members of 
this House, and their friends, to view . 
the Royal processions on the 26th and 
27th of June, will be on either side of 
the road leading past New Palace Yard 
from Bridge Street to St. Margaret’s 
Church. A plan can be seen at Mr. 
Speaker’s Secretary's Office. The pro 
cession will on both days pass in front 
of these stands.—((ffirv of Works.) 


Coronation Processions — Allowances 

to Provincial Volunteers. 

Mr. LOWE (Birmingham, Edgbaston): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will explain why any allow- 
ance whatever is made to Volunteers 
from outside London, attending the 
Coronation ceremonies, seeing that their 
attendance is purely voluntary, and 
simply as spectators. 


(duswer.) An allowance is given as a 
concession in aid of food for the men 
on a great public oceasion, as was done 
at the Jubilee of the late Queen. It 
should be clearly understood that these 
Volunteers are in excess of the numbers 
required from a military standpoint.— 
(War Office.) 


Labuan. 

Sirk THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies if 
he will state what decision has been 
come to by the Colonial Office with 
regard to the matters referred to in the 
Petition of the inhabitants of Labuan 
concerning the British North Borneo 
Company. 


(dusuer.) A great many points are | 
raised in the petition, and I have not yet 
had time to come to a decision upon 
them.—(Colonial Offire.) 


Coronation —Colonial Representatives — 
Boer Representatives. 


Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithnesshire}: 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he can state whether any 
representatives from the two new colonies ' 
are to be invited to the Coronation of 
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His Majesty ; and, if so, if he can give 
the names of such representatives, and 
whether any of the Boer leaders will be 
included in the invitation. 


Questions. 


(Answer.) It is not proposed to take 
any steps ag regards the representation 
of the new Colonies at the Coronation. 
Representatives from those Colonies could 
hardly reach this country in time for 
the Coronation.——(Colonial Office.) 


Church Discipline—Funeral of Reverend 
Dolling—Service at St. Saviour’s, 
Poplar. 

Mr. BRAND (Cambridgeshire, Wis- 
bech): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he is aware that the 
services held at St. Saviour’s Church, 
Poplar, in connection with the decease 
of the Reverend R. Dolling, including 
vespers for the dead, the celebration of a 
requiem mass, the censing and aspersing 
of the coffin, and the pronouncement of 
absolution; and that at subsequent 
funeral service the Bishop of London and 
the Bishop of Stepney wore copes; and, 
whether, in view of the prevalence 
among a section of the clergy of such 
practices, the Government will, by 
legislation or otherwise, take steps for 
facilitating the enforcement of the 
ecclesiastical law. 


(Answer.) I am informed that the 
hon. Member is incorrect in stating that 
the bishops mentioned were present at 
the services described in the Question. 
On the contrary, the only service at 
which they were present was in strict 
conformity with the Prayer Book and 
was of the simplest possible kind. | 
understand that in wearing a cope on 
this occasion the bishops were acting 
legally. I have no information as to the 
character of any other services in this 
church of which the hon. Member 
complains. —(7reasury.) 

QUESTIONS IN THE 

HOUSE. 


(2.15.) 


South African War-—Boer_ Orphans in 
the Concentration Camps. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he 
can state the number of orphan children 
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in the concentration camps in South 
Africa; has any offer been made by 
responsible persons through a channel 
representative of the Dutch Reformed 
Church in Cape Colony to provide 
good homes for such orphans; and, in 
that case, what reply has been given 
thereto. 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE FoR 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W): I have no informa- 
tion as to the number of orphans in 
the concentration camps, and I have 
heard nothing of any such offer as is 
referred to in the Question, but Lord 
Milner has informed me that orphan- 
ages are being established in all the 
camps inthe Transvaal. | Ry aM 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman inquire if such an 
offer has been received from responsible 
persons q 


Me. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I can only 
say I have received no information to 
that effect. 


Loyalists’ War Losses. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he is aware that 
the Compensation Board, established in 
the Colony of Natal to consider the 
claims of loyal subjects, has been sitting 
for six months and has divided the 
claims into five classes, the first of 
which are still under consideration ; and 
whether any steps can be taken to ex- 
pedite the action so that the bulk! of 
the English farmers affected may, with 
the least possible delay, be able to make 
a start on their farms. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The Natal | 
Commission | 


Invasion Losses Inquiry 
has been sitting since December 1899. 


All classes of claims for direct losses by | 
have been considered and 


individuals 
assessed ; 75 per cent. of the sum assessed 
has been advanced to the claimants by 
the Natal Government, and it is under- 
stood that the work of the Commission 
is nearing completion. 
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Indian Coolies in South Africa. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that cab drivers have 
been fined 5s. each at Johannesburg 
for carrying Indian coolies as fares; 
whether this judgment is in accordance 
with the regulations at present in force 
in Johannesburg; and whether it is 
intended to take steps to secure equality 


of treatment for all races in South 
Africa. 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 


heard nothing of the facts alleged in 
the Question. If the hon. Gentleman 
will send me any detailed information 
he has received on the subject I shall be 
happy to make inquiry. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Has not the right 
hon. Gentleman heard that it was 
reported in the Daily Muil ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir. 


Boer Prisoners of War—Statistics. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War what is the 
total number of prisoners of war in South 
Africa and elsewhere ; at what places are 
they confined, and what is the number at 
each place; and can he state how many 
boys under the age of sixteen years and 
men over sixty are included in the 
total. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild. 
ford): The figures on Saturday, 3rd 
May, 1902, the latest date for which 


returns have been received, were as 
follows :— 
Burghers. 
1. Cape Colony ...............0.s000 1,055 
hy Risks inenceccioiseiacdiedesenie 855 
Bs ls BOI a os cs.csscenckcosesscnent 5,679 
Mi, TIN a osinscscanssecdcdaisviece 4,543 
Wie NR a saison sccasenatsecressnenen 4,939 
| OW SN aickss aces ieraccdcucuetaiaeinse 8,484 
WE sinispcsiiscdssondensnes occec eee 


The number of boys under sixteen is 


783, and of men over sixty 1,025. 


Commandant Kritzinger. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he will state on what 
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grounds he withheld the particulars of 
the trial of Commandant Kritzinger, 
having regard to the fact that particulars 
of the trial of Commandant Scheepers 
have been given to the public; and will 
he say whether Scheepers was tried and 
convicted on the same charges as the 
charges on which Kritzinger was tried 
and acquitted ; and was the evidence at 
both trials in the main identical. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have nothing to 
add to the answer which I gave the hon. 
Member on Wednesday last. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: The right 
hon. Gentleman has not said on what 
grounds he withholds the evidence in one 
case and publishes it in another. 


Mr. BRODRICK : There was nothing 
which rendered it necessary to publish 
the evidence in that trial more than any 
other. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: 
not the evidence identical in 


cases | 


But was 
the 


War Office Establishment. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): | beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he will state what is 
the number of civilian clerks displaced, 
or who have retired, and whose places 
are now occupied by ex-officers and non- 
commissioned officers and privates. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The places of five 
higher division and statf clerks have been 
filled by retired ofticers and those of fifty- 
seven second division clerks, assistant 
clerks, and boy copyists by a similar 
number of pensioner clerks. In addition 
to this, forty-six pensioners have been 
employed in positions which would 
otherwise have necessitated the appoint- 
ment of temporary civilian clerks to 
meet pressure of work, 


Armour Plate Contracts for the Navy. 

Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheftield, Bright- 
side) : I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he is in a position 
to state when invitations to tender are 
likely to be issued in respect of the 
armour plate required for the first class 
cruisers included in the Naval pro- 
gramme of last financial year. 


t See page 781. 
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THe CIVIL LORD or tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. PretyMan, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge): The recent decision to 
increase the thickness of armour of the 
new vessels of the “County” class in- 
volved an alteration in the size of the 
ships, and consequently necessitated the 
preparation of a new set of detailed 
particulars, on which to invite tenders. 
These figures have now been received, 
and it is hoped that invitations to tender 
will be issued within a fortnight from 
the present date. 


Navy Boilers. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD 
(Woolwich): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether the proposed 
new circular boilers for the County 
class of ships are to be designed for 
forced or natural draught ; and whether 
he has any objection to make the speci- 
fication of these boilers public. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: ‘The proposed 
cylindrical boilers for the new ships of 
the County class will be designed 
for use with closed stokeholes in the 
case of one half of the ships, and for use 
with closed ashpits in the other half. It 
is not usual to publish the further details 
asked for in the ()uestion. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
Are the boilers designed for forced or 
natural draught ! 


Mr. PRETYMAN: I have said they 
are designed for use with closed stoke- 
holes and ashpits. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: 
be forced draught ? 


But is it to 


The answer im- 


Mr. PRETYMAN: 
plies that. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN : 
circular boilers ? 


With the 


Mr. PRETYMAN: Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: Then I beg 
to state that they are very badly 
designed. 
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Military Outposts on the British Indian 
rontier. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether he will state 
what is the strength and total number 
of the several corps on military em- 
ployment in those portions of the new 
province lying beyond the frontiers of 
British India, and whether he can state 
what troops compose this force; what is 
the number of British officers in charge 
of these trans-frontier troops; what is 
the estimated annual cost of these 
garrisons employed outside India: and 
from what revenue will the cost be 
defrayed. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron. Middlesex, 
Ealing): My answer is that which I 
gave to the question asked by the hon. 
Member on 15th March, 1901, viz., that 
there are no military outposts beyond 
the external frontier of British India. 


Natu Brothers. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): 1 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether the claims of Sirdar 
Balvant Ramehandra Natu, of Poona, 
which were sent to the Secretary of 
the Government of Bombay on 25th 
August last have yet been considered: 
and. if not, will he explain the cause of 
the delsv. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have 
received no further information regard- 
ing this matter, and have nothing to 
add to my answer to the hon. Member's 
question of the 20th March last. 

Mr. WEIR: IT will put another 
Question. 


Newchwang. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he will state what is the 
present position of negotiations as to 
Newchwang. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY OF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Lord CRANBORNE, Rochester): By the 
Convention between Russia and China 


{COMMONS} 





Questions. 


1276 


|signed on the &th April, Russia has 


agreed to evacuate, within six months 
from that date, the south - western 
portion of the province of Mukden u 
to the River Liao, and to hand the 
railways over to China; and within a 
further period of six months to evacuate 
the remainder of the province of Mukden 
which includes Newchwang and the 
province of Kirin. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Can the 
noble Lord say whether there has been 
a hitch since that time in regard to the 
railway ? 


Lorp CRANBORNE: I am afraid I 


must ask for notice of that Question. 


Select Committee on Savings Bank Funds. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, whether he is aware of the 
application now being made under the 
German and Belgian Governments of 
savings banks deposits for the building 
of working class dwellings, and of the 
recent statement made by the Prussian 
Minister of the Interior, that by this 
application the Prussian Government 
expect to effect a complete solution of 
the problem; whether he has any 
oflicial information showing that the 
use of the savings banks deposits for 
such purposes, and the widening of the 
area of invest ments, have made it possible 
in these and other Foreign countries to 
give a higher rate of interest to de- 
positors than in Great Britain; and 
whether he will arrange that evidence 
and returns on these points be laid before 
the Select Committee on Savings Banks 


Funds. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beach, 
Bristol, W.): I have seen statements 
of the kind alluded to in the first part 
of the Question, but | cannot vouch for 
their accuracy, and I think that the 
statement attributed to the Prussian 
Minister of the Interior must have been 


made more than a year ago. If the 
Committee should desire information 
on the matter, | understand that the 
Foreign Office would be prepared to 
furnish it. But I do not myself think 
that the Belgian system, for example, 
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which includes ordinary commercial 
bills and promissory notes among the 
modes of investment of savings bank 
deposits, would be suitable for imitation 
here. 

Corn Duty. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, whether 
he has received a copy of a resolution 
passed at the Irish Trades Congress held 
at Cork recently, protesting against the 
proposed tax on corn. and stating that 
it falls exclusively on the working classes ; 
and whether, in view of similar resolu- 
tions from the workers generally, he will 
consider the advisability of substituting 
some other article which will not have 
such an effec€é on the circumstances of 
the poor of the whole country. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I have re- 
ceived this resolution, but I do not 
think that the deseription of the duty 
as falling exclusively on the working 
classes is at all correct, and I am _ not 
preparid to take the course suggested in 
the Question. 


Penrhyn Quarry Fatality. 

Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon, 
Arfon): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department.whether 
he is aware that on the 28th of April 
last a workman at the Penrhyn Quarry 
fell down a shaft and died trom the 
effects of the accident: and, having 
regard to the fact that the attention of 
the chief manager had been called some 
time back to the state of the shaft, also 
that the attention of the present acting 
manager had been called to it on the 
24th February last. 

*THESECRETARY oF STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rircute, 
Croydon): The facts of the case differ in 
one or two details from the terms of the 
Question. The workman did not fall down 
theshaft, but, when workingat the bottom 
of it, fell down the sump, ten feet deep. 
The inspector had recommended the 
erection of fencing at the bottom of the 
shaft ; and, though this is not required by 
the Quarries Act, the owners had partly 
erected the fencing, and were about to 
complete it, when the accident occurred. 
The inspector reports that the managers 
were not guilty of negligence, and that 
no proceedings can be taken. 
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' Railway Rates on Agricultural Produce. 
Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he will 
arrange an inquiry into the question of 
railway rates for agricultural produce, 
with a view to the rates for home pro- 
duce being reduced to those charged 
for similar traffic from abroad. 


Questions. 


Tart PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): I cannot undertake to arrange 
for such an Inquiry until I have evi- 
dence of the existence of the grievance 
suggested. At present, I have no evi- 
dence that higher charges for the same 
or similar services are made by railway 
companies for home produce as compared 
with imported produce. Such charges 
would be in direct contravention of the 
provisions of Section 27 of the Railway 
and Canal Traffie Act, 1886. Any evi- 
dence as to specific cases that may be 
produced to me, either directly, or 
through my right hon. friend the 
President of the Board of Agriculture, 
would, of course, receive careful con- 
sideration. 


Dublin Post Office —Dual System. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Secretary tothe Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
is aware of the manner in which the 
dual system is carried on in the Dublin 
post office ; that some 14 months ago a 
number of officers who had been up to 
that time employed in both the tele- 
graph and sorting branches were with- 
drawn altogether from the telegraph 
branch and enployed solely in the sort- 
ing office ; and that these officers have 
recently been ordered to take up duty as 
telegraph operators ; and whether, in the 
interest of the public, he will consider the 
advisability of preventing such ofticers 
from being called upon to transmit, re- 
ceive, and transcribe messages under 
such circumstances, and, with a view to 
efficiency in the Dublin office, will he see 
his way to have the practice discon- 
tinued. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUsTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Post- 
master General is aware of the practice 
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referred to. The officers in question 
are efficient telegraphists, and therefore 
the service does not suffer in any 
way by their being employed upon 
telegraph work. As I have already in- 
formed the House, inquiry is now being 
made into the working of the dual 
system, but Ican make no statement as 
to the result. 


Irish Privy! Council. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): 1 beg 
to ask the Chief Secretarv to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he will 
state the number of members of the Privy 
Council in Ireland, and how many of 
them are Roman Catholics and Presby- 
terians respectively. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY For 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
number is 54. I cannot say to what 
religious denomination they may belong. 


IRE- 


Irish Agrarian Crime Returns. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, whether he is now prepared 
to discontinue the Keturns of Agrarian 
Crime in Ireland periodically issued for 
treland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 


Mr. MACVEAGH : Is theright hon. 
Gentleman aware that the Home Secre- 
tary has refused to issue a similar Return 
for England?) What is the object of 
issuing one for Ireland ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: ‘These Returns 
have been published for a great many 
years, and it has never been contemplated 
to discontinue them. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman add a schedule 
showing how many of the crimes were 
manufactured by the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
Question onthe Paper has been answered 


fully. 


Irish Local Government Act. 
Sin THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
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to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
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will state when he proposes to introduce 
his Bill for the Amendment of the Local 
Government (Ireland) Act. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I hope to see the 
Vice-President of the Local Government 
Board in the course of the week. After 
that I shall, 1 think, be able to name a 
day. Various questions have arisen 
which have demanded more time for 
their consideration than I originally 
anticipated. 


Committais for Contempt of Court in 
reland. 


Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH (Leitrim, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been drawn to Returns 
issued by order of this House in regard 
to committals for Contempt of Court in 
Ireland; and whether, in view of the 
facts disclosed in these Returns, he will 
use his influence with the Government 
to give facilities this session for a discus- 
sion of the Contempt of Court Bill which 
stands for Second Reading on the Order 
Book of the House. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first paragraph is, yes. The reply to the 
second is in the negative. ‘The Govern- 
ment have already stated that there is 
no necessity for legislation in this matter, 
the rules which govern questions of con- 
tempt being well understood. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that as far back 
as 1882 legislation on this matter was 
promised positively from that bench ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I can only speak 
for the Government of which I am a 
member. 


Technical Education in Sligo. 

Mr. P. A. MHUGH: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Education has not yet paid to 
the Sligo County Committee for Tech- 
nical Education the equipment grants 
promised to that Committee in November 
last ; and, seeing that the Sligo Com- 
mittee, at its meeting on the 6th May, 
expressed its dissatisfaction at the delay 
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of the Department in paying over to the ' 


County Council the amount of the equip- 
ment grants, can he explain the cause 
of the delay. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The delay in pay- 
ment is primarily due to the fact that 
the accounts in respect to which the 
grants were approved were only re- 
ceived by the Department in the first 
week of April, and then in such a 
manner that they could not be dealt 
with until one of the inspectors had 
visited Sligo. The Report of the inspec- 
tor is now before the Department, and 
the matter is being pushed forward as 
expeditiously as possible. "4 
Technical Education Grants for Cavan. 

Mr. M‘tGOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, is he aware that 
Professor Blair, of the Department of 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction in 
Ireland, gave an assurance to the Cavan 
County Council that, if the County 
Council raised a rate of one penny per 
pound, the Council would be given 
a similar amount by the Department of 
Agriculture and the Treasury, and that 
the County Council, acting on this assur- 
ance, raised a rate of one penny per 
pound; can he state whether the assur- 
ance of Professor Blair has been carried 
out, and what is the amount received by | 
the County Council from the Department 
of Agriculture, and how much from the 
Treasury, for the years ending 31st 
March, 1901, and 31st March, 1902. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Blair gave an 
assurance that if a sum of £400 was 
contributed from the rates raised under 
the Technical Instruction Acts of 1889 
and 1891, an equivalent amount would 
be available from the funds administered 
by the Board of Education, South Ken- 
sington, in addition to whatever might 
be available from the funds adminisiered 
by the new Department. The county, 
however, contributed nothing in respect 
of the year ended 31st March, 1901, since 
which date the moneys administered by 
the South Kensington authorities have 
ceased to be available except in places 
which previously enjoyed them. There 
were no schemes in operation in Cavan 
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applied from State sources. or, as [ have 
stated, from the rates. In respect of 
1902, a sum estimated at £1,810 has been 
allocated for purposes of agricultural 
instruction. One half of this is contri- 
buted from the funds of the new Depart- 
ment, and the remaining half from local 
rates. For the purposes of technical in- 
struction, a further sum of £920 has 
been allocated, of which the Department 
contributes £720. 


Irish Fairs—Price Reports. 

Mr. DELANY  (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he can state who are the ‘de- 
partment reporters whose duty it is to 
attend the fairs in King’s and Queen's 
Counties, and also the fairs they are 
supposed to attend; and what method 
those gentlemen adopt in collecting the 
information which they supply to the 
Denartment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. A. J. Owen 
reports on the selected fairs at Ballinakill, 
Maryborough, and Rathdowney, in 
Queen’s County; and Mr. W. H. Atkin- 
son on those at Banagher and Birr, in 
King’s County. The method of collect- 
ing {and compiling the prices is fully 
described by the new Department in a 
Report recently presented to Parliament 
(Command Paper No. 1,057). 


Mr. DELANY: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say how it is that, although 
I constantly attend these fairs, I never 
see any of these gentlemen ? 


Portarlington Tenancy Dispute. 7 

Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Irland whether his attention has 
been cirected to the proceedings of the 
Portarlington petty session on the 7th 
May in the case of R. Warburton and 
M. H. Franks y. John M‘Gowan, in 
which the Bench gaye an order for 
possession against the tenant under the 
7th section of the Land Law (Ireland) 
Act, 1887; whether he is aware that 
this estate is in the Land Judges’ Court 
since June, 1885, and that the tenants 
have repeatedly made offers for the pur- 
chase of their holdings, which have been 


in the year 1901, and no moneys were | declined by the Judge; and whether, 
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pending the passing of the Land Bill, he | 


will consider the advisability of taking | 
steps to suspend evictions by registered | 
letter in [reland. | 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The late tenant. 
owed three years rent. He was gener- 
ously dealt with by the landlord, who 
offered to give a clear receipt on pay- 
ment of one years rent. I have, 
already stated the reasons of the Land 
Judge for refusing to sell to the tenants 
under the Land Purchase Acts. The 
reply to the last inquiry is in the 
negative. 


Education Bill Finance. 

* Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he can state when he hopes to be able 
to give notice of the arrangements which 
the Government will submit to the 
Committee on the Education Bill with 
regard to necessitous School Board 


districts. 


THe FIRST LORD or tue TREAS- 
URY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): 1 hope to make the House acquain- 
ted with the proposals of the Govern- 
ment at an early date—in any case, 
before the House resumes the discussion 
of the Education Bill, after we have dis- 
posed of the Budget Bill; but I hope it 
will be before that. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell. | 
N.): Ihave toask the First Lord of 
the Treasury a Question of which I have. 
given him private notice, viz., what 
changes, if any, the Government propose 
to move in the scheme of financial 
administration contained in the Edu- 
cation Bill, as the result of the discussion 
in the country. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have answered 
that Question, as far as I think it can be 
answered, in my reply tothe right hon. 
baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Does the state- 
ment cover more than the cases of 
necessitous School Boards ? 


Mr. A. J. 


promise to limit myself to necessitous | 





‘COMMONS} 


| Boiler Committee is in 


BALFOUR: I did no | 





(Juestions. 1284 


School Boards, neither did 1 promise to 
make any statement. I said our pro- 
posals should be placed in the hands of 


_hon. Members. 


Navy Estimates. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he will arrange for the post- 
ponement of the Report of Vote 8, 
Navy Estimates, until the Report of the 
the hands of 
Members. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I shall cer- 
tainly not put the Report down for an 
early date; indeed. it may not be put 
down at all, unless the House specially 
desires further discussion on the subject. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Does 
the right hon. Gentleman know when 
the Boiler Committee's Report will be 
laid 2 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | am afraid 
not, but I will make inquiry. 


Working Hours of Railway Servants. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treas- 
ury whether he will postpone taking 
the Vote for the Board of Trade until 
the Return of the hours worked by 
railway servants, promised in conse- 
quence of the Resolution of this House of 
25th February last, has been presented 
and circulated. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 1 do not know 
when the Return in question is likely 
to be in the hands of Members, so that I 
can give no pledge on the subject. I 
will keep the Question in mind in fixing 


the date for the Board of Trade Vote. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman kindly press this Return 
forward, as it is very important in view 
of the discussion which took place. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: J imagine that 
the date depends largely on how soon 
the particulars can be embodied in 4 
Return. 
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I have to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
can inform the House as to his proposals 
for the course of business. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As the House 
is aware, there has been some difficulty 
jn arranging public business, owing to 
events which are present to the minds of 
all of us. On carefully considering our 
position, I think it will probably be for 
the convenience of the House that the 
discussion in Committee upon the 
Finance Bill should be taken as far as 
possible in a block, and I think it would 
be the best plan to begin that discussion 
on Monday next. Further, I ought to 
say, in regard to financial business, 
that my right hon. friend is under a 
pledge to give an opportunity for a dis- 
cussion of the Loan Bill at an early date, 
and | think the evening sitting tomorrow 
would be a convenient opportunity for 
taking that. At the evening sitting on 
Thursday there is private business of 
some importance, which will probably 
limit greatly any time available for 
public business. At the morning sitting 
tomorrow we intend to proceed with 
the Education Bill. On Thursday I 
should not propose to take Supply, but 
to move a vote of thanks in connexion 
with the troops in South Africa, and I 
may possibly be able to present some 
other subsidiary resolution upon a closely- 
allied subject. That would occupy part, 
at all events, of the morning sitting. 
So the course of business will be, the 
Education Bill today and at the after- 
noon sitting tomorrow ; the Loan Bill at 
the evening sitting tomorrow; the vote 
of thanks on Thursday ; private business 
and, perhaps, some other small matters 
at the evening sitting on Thursday ; 
Friday is allocated to private Members 


circumstances, I hope to begin discussion 
in Committee of the Finance Bill. 


left to a rather later date than is pro- 
posed, so as to allow of longer notice ! 


QQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, W.) : 
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fulfilling a pledge that I gave in regard 
to the Loan Bill. The evening sitting 
tomorrow is not only the most convenient, 
but the only possible, occasion when I 
could make a statement, which, I think, 
ought to be made to the House as to 
the present financial situation. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Considered in Committee :— 
(In the Committee. ) 


[Mr. J. W., Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the chair. ] 

Clause 1 :— 

(2.40.) Mr. EDWARDS (Radnorshire) 
said he wished to move the Amendment 
standing in the name of the hon. Member 
for Anglesey. Its object was to secure 
the simplification of authority and the 
efficiency of the management as regarded 
the schools. He knew it was professed 
that the Bill was drafted with the same 
intent, but im his opinion it was very far 
from effecting it. Some time ago they 
were told that the Government had an 
open mind on certain questions, and he 
hoped they would show that to be the 
case in this instance. They were all 
agreed that simplification was very 
desirable, but he maintained that the 
Bill would not give them what they 
wanted. There were now two authorities 
dealing with education —the School 
Board and voluntary managers. But 
the Bill would give them in addition the 
Education Committee appointed by the 
County Council, while local managers 
were to be appointed by the Education 
Committee, in addition to the ex officio 
members such as the local clergy. Thus 
the actual management of the schools 
was three removes away from the 
education authority, and he consequently 


failed to see where the simplicity came 
this week ; and on Monday, under those | ; 


in. In fact the authority would have 


practically no control over the local 
management of the schools, and that he 

Mr LOUGH (Islington, W.) Might | 
not the discussion of the Loan Bill be. 


submitted was a very great defect. The 
position was very complicated in another 
There were three authorities, one 
to raise the rate, another to receive it, 


Tur CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- | and the third to spend it. Could that be 


| called simplicity of administration? The 


My right hon. friend has been simply | Amendment, however, would secure 








1287 Education 
simplicity. It would make the locals 
education authority and the local 


managers one and the same body, and 


it would secure the necessary local 
knowledge. County councillors were 


drawn from a very wide area and if 
parish councillors were substituted for 
them as the authority, the hon. Gentle- 
man would get on the school manage- 
ment men living on the spot and 
interested in the success of the schools. 
They would be the best possible persons 
to place in control. 


Amendment proposed, in page 1, line 
7, after the second word “the,”’ to insert 
the word = parish.” —(J/r. Edwards.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘ parish ’ be there inserted.” 


Toe VICE-PRESIDENT or tHe 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir Jonn 
Gorst, Cambridge University ) said he 
scarcely thought the Amendment was pro- 
posed in earnest. Could it really be 
intended to be suggested that the Parish 
Councils should be the authority for both 
primary and secondary education? He 
would point out that Parish Councils 
did not exist in every district, and that 
the Amendment would consequently leave 
some districts without any education 
authority. He thought that, in these 
circumstances, it was hardly worth while 
to discuss the Amendment further. No 
one would suggest that a Parish Council 
would be a proper authority to deal with 
secondary education. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W) suggested that the right hon. 
Gentleman was under a misapprehension. 
The power of the Parish Councils would 
be confined to elementary education, and 
there was no idea of setting them up as 


authorities to deal with secondary 
education. In his opinion, it would be 
impossible to establish a thoroughly 


efficient system of education unless they 
secured in some way the co-operation 
and sympathy of all the people in a 
locality, not that of mere sections. He 
could not believe that with the present 
divergence of authority the Bill would 
secure that end, unless they brought 
the Parish Councils into a. position of 
being able to share in the management 
Mr. Edwards. 
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of the schools of a locality. Speaking as 
a Welsh Member, he would like to make 
it clear that they had no lack of confi- 
dence in their County Councils, but, at 
the same time. there was a great deal 
to be said in favour of setting up the 
proposed machinery in the Bill. They 
believed that the Amendment would 
have the effect of bringing into play on 
behalf of elementary education the 
interests most concerned and the people 
best fitted by local knowledge to deal 
with it. 


(2.50.) Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derby- 
shire, Ilkeston) thought the right hon. 
Gentleman had hardly given the argu- 
ments of the mover of the Amendment the 
consideration they deserved. It was quite 
true that in many portions of the country 
there were no Parish Councils, but there 
were Parish Meetings which could arrange 
to undertake the work. He would like to 
point out that the Amendment moved 
in the direction of popular representa- 
tion, and he would be very glad to see 
some Amendment accepted whereby 
people in every locality could, through 
their duly elected representative, haye 
some control over the schools. That was 
the object of the Amendment, and it 
raised a question of the most vital 
im portance in connection with educa- 
tional work. It was desirable to bring 
it into harmony with the local organisa- 
tions of the people in every district, and 
he hoped that in the transformation 
which the Bill would undergo, the Parish 
Councils would be givensome share in the 
management of parish schools, and that 
the elected representatives of the people 
would have some control over the educa- 
tion of the children. He could conceive 
no object more worthy of the sympathy 
and support of the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W. R., 
Elland) quite agreed as to the importanee 
of bringing the parish into our educa- 
tional system, but that was not the 
proposition embodied in the Amendment. 
That proposed to make the parish the 
sole educational authority for all 
purposes. He did not think they could 
rely on small local authorities to provide 
all that they wanted. They desired to 
improve the education in their villages, 
and to do that they required more than 
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the mere local interest which that pro- 
posal would bring into co - operation. 
First, money was needed and that was 
best obtained by means of a county rate. 
Next they wanted to receive the services 
of men of ability, and the wider the 
arer of the choice the better chance of 


getting them, and the last thing 
necessary was local interest which the 
Amendment would alone _ provide. 


There should be some central authority 
over and above .the parish, and he 
hoped that later on it would be possible 
to give under the Billthe Parish Councils 
a share in the local management. 
This proposal went a great deal turther, 
and, under the circumstances, he could 
not support it. Some of his friends on 
that side of the House were rather un- 
easy about making the County Councils 
the authority for controlling education. 
Thev seemed to fear that the Councils 
would be too reactionary. It was, how- 
ever, necessary to adopt progressive in- 
stincts in the matter of education, and 
they could not rely upon so small a local 
authority as the Parish Council providing 
that progressive, oron havingthat breadth 
of view, that largeness of mind, and that 
bigness of opportunity which was essential 
to a progressive policy. He, therefore, 


hoped that the Amendment would be 
rejected, 
Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


(Stirling Burghs) said he _ perfeetly 
understood the object of the Amend- 
ment, and he had considerable sympathy 
with the views which had been expressed 
by the mover, but he did not think 
it was a very practical proposal taken 
in connection with other parts of 
the Bill. It was supported by many of 
his hon. friends on the ground that 
they ought to use almost any means of 
introducing popular control over elemen- 
tary education, a view with which he 
heartily sympathised. He hoped that 
when they came tothe question of the 
schools themselves and their managers 
they would be able to induce the Govy- 
ernment to allow the Parish Couneil, or, 
at all events, the ratepayers, the parents, 
to have a much larger voice in the matter 
than was given under the Bill. There 
vere several considerations which made 
this Amendment inadvisable, and among 
thers there was this—that there was a 
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large number of parishes throughout 
England, parishes restricted in area, in 
which the Parish Councils would not 
approach the ideal authority to which 
the power proposed by this Amendment 
should be entrusted. He hoped, there- 
fore, having obtained the satistaction of 
a considerable amount of sympathy for 
his Amendment, the hon. Member 
would not trouble the House to go to a 
division. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) said he did not quite agree with 
his right hon. friend who had just spoken 
that the Parish Council would be a good 
authority for educational purposes. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


I did not say so. 


Mr. LAMBERT said it would be an 
infinitely better authority than that 
proposed in the Bill. It had been sug- 
gested that the Parish Council lacked 
breadth of view and bigness of oppor- 
tunity. He, a parish councillor, 
entirely repudiated those charges, and 
he did think that the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Vice-President of the Board of 
Education, instead of dealing with the 
Amendment in so perfunctory a manner, 
should have told them what the Govern- 
ment intended to do in regard to bring- 
ing in the Parish Councils, which 
certainly had some local interest in the 
matter. How did the right hon. Gentle- 
man expect the schools to be managed 


as 


if the Bill were carried in its present 
form? There were something like 560 


in Devonshire. How could a 
county educational authority possibly 
manage them all? Did the Government 
intend to give the parish any sort of 
direct responsibility in a matter in which 
they ought to have some voice? The 
Parish Councils after all were a directly 
elected authority. In many parishes, 
no doubt, they had very little to do ; 
but the proposai in the Amendment 
would enable them to usefully utilise 
their energies, and the Government 
might very well give them power of 
supervision over the local managers. 


schools 


“THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member is rather anticipating 


3B 
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a discussion which is to come on at a|{ secondary education was concerned, such 
later stage, as to what is to be the|a proposal would, he admitted, be 
authority. ‘entirely impracticable. In order to 
|earry out the supervision of techni- 
Mr. LAMBERT said he would only | cal education, a certain number of 
add that, in his opinion, they ought to) parishes should be associated together, 
know what were the intentions of the| and the county was the best unit. 
Government with regard to giving the | But so far as elementary education was 
Parish Councils a direct popular interest 'concerned the representatives of the 
in education. ‘locality ought to have some voice in its 
/management. The Parish Council ought 
(2.58.) Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint | to be able to obtain some measure of 
Boroughs) said he too thought that the control, and thereby promote the higher 
Government would have taken this | ™terests of education. 
opportunity of bringing the Parish | 
Councils into more direct connection with, Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, 
educational work. They were the | Saffron Walden) said he wished to point 
representatives of the people in the out to his hon. friends how thoroughly 
parish, and, therefore, ought to have a impracticable the Amendment was. He 
controlling voice in the management of himself represented a constituency which 
the schools. There was no intention of | Contained eighty-five parishes, many of 
making them the authority for second- them only containing from fifty to seventy 
ary education, but if the representatives electors. Many parishes had Parish 
of the people in the locality were given a Councils, but a large number had not ; 
direct interest in the schools of the | 2" further there was not a school in 
parish, many injustices which were now | °Y€'Y parish. Therefore, if the Amend- 
constantly heard of wouldsoonbe got rid of, | ™e"t Were to he practical there should 
He had received a letter from a teacher be a proposal to group parishes. 
stating that he had played the church Feeling ey that ~, ve the — — 
organ for twelve years, and had never | VOW of some Kind of parish repre- 
been a single Sunday out of the parish a on the — on the 
during that period, and that if he wrote lines suggested by the hon. Baronet the 
ie 3 2 , ~ | Member for Berwick in his speech on the 
a history of the grievances of teachers it | a Nemes te wi 
would fill a volume. Supposing the Soman eee ” (yg wom 
Parish Council had a direct official con- enya a alia ephele. 
; : First Lord of the Treasury would indicate 
nection with the school, such grievances that he was prepared te seske sas 
would be entirely impossible ; the moral | concession in the matter at a later stage 
sense of the community would be brought of the Bill. ; 
to bear on the schools, and their manage- 
ment; and if the parents or the teachers Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE — (Carnarvon 
had grievances they would be brought Boroughs) said he thought there was some 
to the knowledge of the Parish Council. misapprehension in reference to the 
Moreover, it would bring the public in object of the Amendment. He did not 
the locality into direct living interest with understand that its object Was to make 
the schools. What was the secret of the the Parish Council the supreme educa- 
success of the American school system? tional authority. His hon. friend hat 
Was it not that in every district the an Amendment later providing that the 
people were associated, either directly or County Council should be the supreme 
through their representatives, with the authority as far as education was 
management of the schools, and they | concerned, and, therefore, — his object 
were willing to subscribe to objects in| was not to make the Parish Counell 
connection with the schools. At present supreme, but to carry out the suggestion 
a large number of people in England} of the hon. Baronet the Member to 
and Wales entirely withheld their sub- | Berwick which had found support among 
scriptions, simply and solely because | educational experts, and which was tha’ 
neither as ratepayers nor through their | the Parish Council should be utilised in 
representatives had they any say in the| the management of the schools. Tha 
management of the schools. So far as| was an object which would commené 


The Chairman. 
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itself to every hon. Member on that side 
of the House. He thought his hon. 
friend had served his purpose by having 


a discussion on the Amendment, though | 


jt would not be possible to have a fair 
and square division onit at that particu- 
lar stage. He would therefore suggest 
to his hon. friend to withdraw the 
Amendment and move it later, when the 
question of the management of the 
schools arose. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I entirely agree with 
what has been said by my hon. friend 
the Member for the Carnarvon Boroughs, 
and [| entirely sympathise with the view 
expressed by my right hon. friend the 
Leader of the Opposition that the Parish 
Councils should be introduced into the 
management of the schools. That is a 


perfectly sound principle, and I hope it | 


will be earried out when we come to the 
question as to how the authorities should 
be constituted. That being so, I hope 
my hon. friend will withdraw his Amend- 
until we come to deal with the 
management of the schools. 


ment, 


Mr. 
had been stated he would withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


fun CHAIRMAN : The next Amend- 
ment. in the name ot the hon. Member 
for North Camberwell, is, in 
line 8, to leave out ‘Sand of every county 


borough.” That was disposed of last 


page :.. 


night. 


Dre. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 


said that the Amendment disposed of 


last night dealt with a number of 
authorities besides county boroughs, 


and he then ventured to express the 
hope that he would have an opportunity 
of raising in a definite form the question 
that county boroughs, and the county | 
boroughs only, should be taken out of the | 
scheme, i | 

} 
*Tue CHALRMAN : The hon. Member | 
vidently thought from his speech last | 
ight that the Amendment he then sup- | 
wrted covered the Amendment on the 
Paper. 


That was ihe point on which he | 
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| addressed the Committee. If the hon. 
Member will look at his Amendment in 
| page 16, he will see that the first words 
are, ‘In every county borough.’’ 
| Yesterday the Committee decided that 
|in every county borough the School 
Board was not to be the authority, and 
the greater includes the less. That seems 
to me to dispose of the hon. Gentleman’s 
| Amendment. 
| 
| Dr. MACNAMARA said that he used 
| the words “ School Board,” but he did 
not imagine that School Boards would 
be elected in the future on the basis 
they were elected at present, and in 
speaking on the general proposition he 
said he hoped he would have an oppor- 
tumty of dealing with the exclusion of the 
| county boroughs from the scheme. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: | must attach to 
the words ** School Board” the meaning 
ordinarily attaching to them. In the 
future the words may mean something 
else, but at present I consider the Com- 

mittee have disposed of the hon. Gentle- 

mans Amendment. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby) said he desired to move the 
Amendment standing in the name of the 
|}hon. Member for the Loughborough 
Division. Its effect would be to postpone 
until the County Councils had been re- 
elected the consideration of the matters 
entrusted to them under the Act. He 
submitted that that was a very impor- 
tant and perfectly f proposition. 


fait 
lhe present County Councils were 


| elected to discharge duties imposed on 


them under the present statutes. When 
they were elected no one imagined that 
they would have to deal with schemes for 
education, and that they would be called 
on to undertake the very important 
duties to be committed to them under 


the Bill before the Committee. If the 


|county electors knew that large ques- 


tions affecting elementary and secondary 
education would have to be dealt with, 
they might have re-considered their 
decision. He admitted that the Amend- 
ment would require a great deal of 
consequential alteration, but he = sub- 
mitted that the Committee should have 
regard for the principle of the Amend- 
ment, which was that the 
$B s 


electors 
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should have the right to choose men 


who would have, for a considerable 
period, the management of both 
elementary and secondary education. 


If the Bill passed as it stood, the present 
County Councils would be called upon 
to frame schemes which would after- 
wards have the affect of an Act of 
Parliament, and which could only be 
altered by a Provisional Order. It was, 
therefore, only right that the county 
electors should have the opportunity of 
men for that particular 
He begged to move. 


choosing 


purpe se. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘**In page 1, line 8, after the word ‘ borough,’ 
to insert the words ‘ elected after the passing of 
this Act.’ "°—(WUr. Corrie Grant.) 


Question proposed, ‘** That those words 
be there inserted.” 


(3.15.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR hoped 
the hon. Gentleman would not press this 
Amendment, because It would be seen 
on considerationthat it was inapplicableto 
many of our local authorities, and was 


quite unexampled in our legislative 
methods. The hon. Gentleman proposed 
that the County Councils should be 


re-elected before having thrown on 
them the duties under this Act. That 
was clearand definite as regards counties, 


but not as regards boroughs. Under 
the Amendment, three years must 


elapse before the Bil: became operative 
in boroughs. But he had no wish to 


rest his case on the Amendment alone; 


he rested it on a broader ground. He 
thought it was inconvenient in itself 


to delay the question for three years ; 
he saw no object in diflerentiating 
between the counties and the boroughs. 
He went further: this was an entire 
innovation in dealing with great assem- 
blies of this character. The House 
must necessarily, in the course of time, 
throw entirely duties on these 
bodies, such as were never contem- 
plated when they were elected, and it 
was an entire imnovation to suggest 
thrown 


new 


that when new duties were 
upon them they should require re-clection 
before they undertook the duties. No 


precedent existed ior such a suggestion. 
Vere the duties given to local authori- 
ties under the /ill so absolutely novel 
that a change in the constitution of 


Mr. Corrie Grant. 


{COMMONS} 
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those authorities was absolutely neces. 
sary? After all, it must be remembered 
that these bodies carried out this great 
educational work, of not indeed primary 
education, but what was believed to be 
primary education, before the Cockerton 
judgment was delivered. Those duties 
were thrown upon these bodies without 
requiring the re-election of the whole 
body, and he trusted the House would 
not think it necessary, for so elementary 
a provision of the Bill, to adopt the 
unprecedented course suggested by the 
right hon. Gentleman. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT urged 
that there was much to be said in favour 
of giving the ratepayers time to consider 
whether their elected representatives were 
to undertake these duties. What educa- 
tional work the local authorities now 
discharged was a mere trifle compared 
with the work they were to be asked 
to undertake with regard to secondary 
and technical education, and the in- 
struction of the teachers, and, above 
all, primary education all over the 
country. He thought the right of the 
ratepayers to an opportunity for con- 
nuld 


sidering so preata subject as this sh 
be ssteguarded. 


Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire. N,) 
pointed out that if the First Lord or the 
Treasury looked at Clause 20 of the Bill 
he would see that it the 
Education liberty to do things which, 
up to now, the right hon. Gentleman 
had said was an innovation of the law. 
The right hon. Gentleman could not 
have understood the purport of Clause 
20. Why was the Board of Education 
to have power to defer the operation of 
the Bill until twelve months after March 
26th, 1903 ? Was it not intended hy that 
that there should be an election? This 
matter that would have to be 
explained. He had no doubt in his 
mind that the intention of not allowing 
the Act to come into force until then 
was that there should be an _ election. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said this 
Was an innovation, but he thouglt tt 
was essentially a matter upon which the 
ratepayers should express an opinien a 
to whether these bodies should take ove 
the duties of 
not. 
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Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.)said thatthe delay provided for in 
Cause 20 was simply to enable the 
scheme to be prepared. It would be 
impossible to administer this Bill until the 
central authority was formed, and that 
must take some time. The date chosen 
was probably that which marked the 
close of the financial year. The result 
of the Amendment would be to put off 
the operation of the Bill for two years. 


Mr. MAURICE LEVY (Leicestershire, 
Loughborough) said he felt compelled 
to take a division on this Amendment, 
unless the First Lord of the Treasury 
would acceptit. The persons who would 
form the new educational authority had 
never been elected for the particular pur- 
pose prescribed bythis Bill. The First Lord 
of the Treasury said that these authorities 
had heretofore had some educational 
work to carry out. That was so in 
certain districts, but the County Councils 
had certainly had no educational work to 
perform so far as primary education was 
concerned, and it was only fair that the 
ratepayers should decide who should 
be their representatives on the Educa- 
tional Board. If they took the Borough 
Councils as at present constituted, they 
would) probably eliminate from the 
Education Committee some of the most 
expert educationists in the country. Of 
course, the Opposition were not at all 
pleased with the principle of the Bill, 
believing that as drafted it would not 
conduce to a good, moral and _ intellee- 
tual education, but this Amendment 
did not affect the principle. It was 
sinply an Amendment dealing with a 
detail of the Bill, viz., giving to rate- 
payers the right they demanded, and 
the opportunity of saying who should 
be their representatives in arranging 
for the education of their children in the 
near future. He, therefore, appealed to 
the First Lord of the Treasury to accept 
the Amendment. 


(3.30.) Coroner, KENYON-SLANEY 
(Shropshire, Newport) said as he under- 
stood it was intended by the Bill 
to have new County Councils elected. 
With the experience which they had 
already had, the existing County 
Councils were quite competent to 
deal with this matter. The Shropshire 
County Council had spent £10,000 on 
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and secondary education. 


Bill, 


the purposes of education, and he 
failed to see any reason for postponing 
the operation of the Bill until the 
new Couacil had been formed to carry 
out another portion of the educational 
scheme. He saw no reason whatever 
for postponing the bringing into force of 
the scheme of the Government on the 
ground which had been suggested. 


1298 


Sirk EDWARD STRACHEY (Somerset- 
shire, 8.) said the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman had omitted to notice that 
the £10,000 administered by the County 
Council of Shropshire to the satisfaction 
of the ratepayers was not raised out of 
the rates of the county, but came out of 
the “ whisky money.” When the rate- 
payers of a County Council district were 
asked to rate themselves to the extent 
of 8d. or 10d. in the £—which many 
believed would be the result of the 
Bill—it was only right and fair that they 
should have an opportunity of saving 
whether or not they desired the Bill 
to be adopted. If the Government 
changed their mind with regard to 
optional principle, it might be a different 
matter, but, so long as the original 
intention of the Government was 
adhered to. it was obvious that such an 
opportunity as the Amendment sug- 
gested should be given to the people of 
the district concerned. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE(Nortolk, N.W.) 
pointed out that while the County 
Council would have to frame a scheme 
by which the education authority would 
be selected, he could discover no provision 
in the Bill by which that authority could 
be removed. Possibly it would go out 
of office with the County Council, but at 
any rate, the nominated portion would 
apparently be a permanent body. From 
that point of view, it was des rable that 
the ratepayers should have some voice in 
the election of the body. It had also 
to be borne in mind that the duties 
were of an altogether different character 
from those connected with technical edu- 
cation. It was impossible to make any 
such comparison as that suggested by the 
First Lord of the Treasury and the hon. 
Member for Newport, between the work 
of the Technical Education Committee 
and the management of both primary 
The argument 
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that there was no precedent for waiting | 
for an election before fresh duties were 
devolved onthese local authorities was 
not a good one, because there was no case | 
in which duties of so opposite a nature, 
to those ordinarily discharged by the, 
County Council had been so devolved. | 
As the Bill provided an option, the elec- 
torate surely had a right to instruct the 
representatives as to whether or not 
they desired them to take over the duties 
in question. ‘This being only a detail, 
though an important one, the Govern- 
ment would do well to yield to the strong 
teeling which had been expressed in 
regard to the matter. 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 


no reason to suppose that option was to 
be dropped ; on the contrary, he believed 
the Government would retain it. The 
right hon. Gentleman had referred to 
the practice of Parliament when devoly- 
ing new duties upon local authorities, 
but he had given no instance of duties 
being devolved in which the authorities 
had an option as was now proposed. 
When local authorities had to under- 
take new duties nolens volens, the case was 


entirely different from that in which 
they had an option. That fact gave 
strength to the contention that the 


electors should have an opportunity of 
saying whether or not’ their local 


| authority should undertake these duties, 


*Mr. H... WILSON (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Holmfirth) agreed that the electors 
ought to be consulted before a Council 
saddled itself and its successors with 
duties and responsibilities which there was 
no idea of their having to undertake at the 
time they were elected. If the Govern- | 
ment really believed the Bill would be | 
acceptable to the ratepayers, why should 
they be afraid of allowing them an 
opportunity to make up their minds | 
on this point ? 


Mr. BOUSFIELD ~~ N.) 
said that, if the option was to be pre- 
served, the manner in which that option 
should be exercised would be a matter 


for the serious consideration of the 
Government. It might be desirable for 
the Government to consider whether | 


there should not be some opportunity | 
for the people definitely to express their 
opinion on the point before the Council 
exercised the option. But the proper 
time to discuss that matter would be| 
when Schedule I. was before the Com- 
mittee. In that schedule it provided for 
a calendar month's notice being given of 
the meeting, and so on, and it might 
also be provided that the meeting should 
not be held until after such and such an 
election had taken place. The present, 
however, was not the proper time for 
discussing such a proposal. 


(3.37.) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.) 
thought the hon. Member had candidly 
admitted that there was a great deal to | 
be said for the Amendment « on the basis 
of the retention of the option. Having | 


regard to the statement of the First 
Lord in introducing the Bill, there was 


Mr. 


White. 


(reorge 


| would be 


| had served on 


' authority. 


| Hitherto the 


= 


‘and such an opportunity was all the 


more necessary in view of the great 


| difference of opinion which existed on 
|the part of the local authorities them- 
| selves 


The electors had a right to 
choose the persons who should start this 
machinery. The first two or three vears 
the vital and determining 
period, and it was most important that 
the electors should have the opportunity 
of putting on the Councils men whom 


| they knew to be competent to deal with 


educational questions. Moreover, if the 
School Boards were to go. the men who 
those bodies ought to 
have a chance of getting on the Borough 
Councils. 


Mr.CHARLESALLEN (Gloucestershire, 
Stroud) contended that, as the Bill would 
effect a complete revolution in our educa- 
tional system, they ought certainly to have 
anopportunit yof consulting the electorate 
in order that the ratepayers might say 
who should be the men to form the first 
That was a matter of prin- 


ciple, but there was a practical matter 


also which had not yet been referred to 


very much, and which was important. 
County Council election 
had been exceedingly slack. In his own 
constituency at the election — before 
last there was only one contest, whereas 
at the last election there was no contest 
at all. If they had known that an 
Education Bill such as this was going to 
be brought forward there would have 
een a contest in every district. They 
had a right before this Bill was put into 
force to have a contest in order to settle 
certain questions. 
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*(3.45.) Dr. MACNAMARA | said 
he deplored the backward condition | 


of this country in regard to edu- 
cation as much as any one, but the 
Committee must remember that rash 
haste was half-sister to delay, and if 
there was delay here, it was upon the 
stubborn head of the Government, 
because they had not allowed the county 
boroughs to have any voice in this matter. 


There was only one precedent for this | 


proposal, and that was the Metropolitan 
Board of Works, which very rapidly went 
to pieces because of the powers thrust 
upon it. It was physically impossible in 
the county boroughs for this work to be 
taken on by the councils, and it would 
allend in muddle. The Members of the 
Government belonged to an aristocratic 
class. | Ministerial cries of ‘‘ Oh, oh!’’] 
That was not his view, but the opinion 
of the Vice President of the Council, 
who, on the 23rd of December, 1897, 
said at Bristol that the members of the 
Government belonged to an aristocratic 
class who believed that certain functions 
in modern civilised life were best per- 
formed by ignorant people. 


Sir JOHN GORST: I wish the hon. 
Member, when he does me the honour 
of quoting my words, would quote them 
correctly. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA asked if the right 
hon. Gentleman had corrected the news- 
paper report. 


Sir JOHN GORST: No. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA said it was about 
time he did. He did not believe that 
the Government desired to put back the 
education of the country to the extent 
that was adumbrated in the quotation 
he had just made. The First Lord of 
the Treasury talked about the small 
amount of work which the councils did 
now, and it had been said that the 
Shropshire County Council were now 
spending £10,000 a year upon education. 
Take Leeds, Birmingham, Manchester 
and Liverpool. Each of these cities had 
100,000 elementary school children to 
attend to, and 2,000 or 3,000 school 
teachers in their service. Each of these 
tities annually expended} not £10,000, 
but £250,000, upon education without 


{3 JUNE 1902} 


‘secondary education. 
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the voluntary schools, and the work, 
both financially and administratively, 


| was much more detailed than the muni- 
cipal work, and in all its bearings it was 


equal to the work which the councils 
now carried out. Was it conceivable that 


those cities could have all this extra edu- 


cational work transferred to them, and not 
have a breakdown? This educational leap 
in the dark was the most portentous 
this country had ever taken without 
consulting the localities concerned. He 
wished the Government to go back 
to the position which they took up 
on this question in 1896. What he 
asked for was that the great county 
boroughs should be consulted. Already 
a member of these boroughs had said 
that they did not want this Bill. 
Naturally the School Boards would say 
that they did not want the measure 
because they did not wish to be deprived 
of their present functions. The Cardiff 
City Council, by thirteen votes to six, 
passed a resolution to the effect that 
any new legislation should create a 
single authority popularly elected, solely 
for educational purposes, to control the 
work of elementary, technical, and 
The Gloucester 
City Council, by nineteen votes to twelve, 
passed a resolution weleoming the prin- 
ciple contained in the Bill, that all 
elementary education should be main- 
tained out of the public funds lent, 
declared the measure unsatisfactory, 
because amongst other things it did 
not vest the control for education both 
primary, secondary, and technical, in 
a local authority, directly representing 
the ratepayers. Cardiff and Gloucester 
were dead against the Bill, and Man- 
chester modified the Government scheme 
to such an extent, that they could 
hardly recognise it. If this scheme 
were thrust upon these great munici- 
palities, it would have to be repealed, 
and so far from promoting education 
the Government would have materially 
put back the cause of education. Be- 
cause he wished county boroughs to 
have the option of deciding this matter 
he was driven to support this Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. ABEL THOMAS (Carmarthen- 
shire, E.) pointed out that if this 
Bill became law, borough councils would 
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have double as much work to do, and 
much of the work would be of an 
entirely ditferent character to that which 
they were elected to carry out. During 
the debate on the Second Reading of 
this Bill, it was stated more than once 
that if only County Councils were given 
the power to deal with education, they 
would get much better and more able 
men to join them, and they would be 
able to do better work than the School 
Boards did now. What was the use 
of passing this Bill without this Amend- 


ment! By the proposals of this Bil! 
the Councils would start their work 
in a false position. Men would start 
this educational work who were not 
elected for the purpose, and who 
would never have’ been eleeted for 
that purpose, if the ratepayers had 
had the opportunity of deciding. 


Under this Amendment the work would 
not be delayed for more than a year, and 
they would start fairly, instead of ex- 
tremely unfairly, without giving the 
ratepayers the opportunity of electing 
the men they would prefer to start the 
new machinery under this Act. 


(4.0.) Sin ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
S.) said he had no word to say against 
School Boards, whose work, so far from 
underyaluing, he held in the highest 
estimation. They had done admirable 
work ; and though in some cases they 
might have acted illegally, he was glad 
they did so. He was possibly the only 
Member on the Ministerial side of the 
House who had spoken in favour of the 
optional or adoptive Clause. He did so 
on the Second Reading; and when they 
came to deal with it in Committee, he 
thought there was a good deal to be said 
in favour of the principle embodied in 
the Bill. Before any attempt to with- 
draw this Clause was made, he thought 
that at least there ought to be an expres- 
sion of the general opinion of the House, 
in order to hear what might be said on 
both sides of the question. The hon. Mem- 
ber for North Camberwell had stated that 
the great county boroughs were unequal 
to the work, but he did not think that 
there would be any overloading of the 
corporations, because the work would 
devolve uyon committees. The hon. 
Member opposite said that the boroughs 


objected to this work being thrust upon 


Mr. Abel Thomas. 
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them, and he quoted three’ instances, 
He had in his hand figures which were 
wider thanthe Member for North Camber- 
well had quoted, and which would speak 
for the borough counc ls themselves. He 
thought the matter of the capabilities of 
county and borough councils for this 
work should receive some consideration 
from the House. With regard to the 
proposals in the Bill for secondary or 
higher education, they were unanimously 
in favour of assuming the duties. They 
had done their work in connection both 
with technical education and secondary 
education, not in the very narrow way 
which had been suggested, but in a 
manner which was extremely surprising, 


considering the way in which those 
duties were thrust upon them. Moneys 


were thrown at them which could not 
be used for other purposes, and without 
any preliminary training or experience 
they were called upon to perform duties 
in connection with education which they 
had done extremely well. The develop- 
ment of technical and _— secondary 
education under the Technical Education 
Act had been of vast advantage to the 


country and imost creditable to the 
authorities both of the counties and 
towns which had undertaken them. 


Judging by that experience and the 
value of that work, the Committee might 
feel assured that the Councils were able to 
undertake the duties now proposed to 
be placed upon them. He thought all 
the large county boroughs had rated 
themselves. [Opposition eries of * No.”] 
He thought they had all rated them- 
selves tor this purpose with the excep- 
tion of Preston. [ Cries of “No.” | In 
regard to primary education, two years 
representative body of — the 
municipalities voted unanimously that 
they desired to undertake the control of 
prel'minary instruction in all those 
cases in which there were no School 


ago a 


Boards. The various boroughs had been 
consulted within the last month by their 
association, and the replies which he 
that they 
supported the general principle of the 
Bill without any reservation whatever. 


held in his hand showed 


Dr. MACNAMARA: There is an 


option clause by which they can leave 
themselves out. 
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Sm ALBERT ROLLIT said he was 
assuming that, but his hon. friend would 
permit him to say that the boroughs 
were almost unanimously against it. He, 
however, held a strong opinion on that 
elause, and he would take his own course 
when the time came. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: May I ask 
whether the Councils have been consulted 
and whether this is the result of a vote ? 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said the asso- 
ciation had discussed the matter and they 
referred it to the Councils. The Councils 
were consulted, and they deliberated on 
the matter. These were the replies from 
the Councils which had sent replies. 
[ Cries of “ Ah!” | He would give the 
figures. ‘The county boroughs in favour 
of the Bill generally were twelve. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: 
three. 


Out of sixty- 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: There were 
against the Bill, three; against taking 
over elementary education, one; in favour 
of Part IIl being made compulsory, 
fiiteen; four offered no opinion; while 
the opinion of sixteen Councils had not 
yet been obtained. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: May I ask 
whether that represents thirty-five 
opinions? | did not quite gather 
whether the replies were from thirty 
five different County Borough Councils. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: Certainly. The 
Committee had heard of one case where 
the Council was opposed to the proposal 


in the Bill, and he thought he was 
justified in making a much larger 


deduction, so that the Committee might 
not be misled by expressions, quite 
bona fide, of course, but which were 
calculated to mislead. The feeling of 
the boroughs was that the best plan 
jor local government—the best means, 
as they believed, of promoting education 
and other subjects, and even of dealing 
with the poor law, was to concentrate 
upon the Councils all the work which 
was possible, and thus attract into them 
the best mn, and the men of the 
widest experience in matters of local 
government. He firmly believed that | 
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if the proposed educational duties were 
added to those the Councils already had, 
they would be performed well. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) said the hon. Gentleman had 
referred to the desirability of attracting 
into the Councils the best men to 
perform the duties which were now 
to be placed upon them. In order to 
obtain the best men, the Councils 
ought to have the opportunity of 
selecting in particular those 
citizens who had specially devoted 
their attention to edueational work. 
He and his hon. friends, therefore, 
wanted those disbanded experts in educa- 
tion who had connected with the 
School Boards to have an opportunity of 
going into the Town Councils in order 
to carry on the educational work effici- 
ently. Allin this House believed that a 
hody elected, vd hor, for a purpose like 
education was better than one which was 
not elected specially for that purpose. 
They wanted in the County Councils and 
the Borough Councils members elected 
specially for the purpose of looking after 
education. The First Lord had raised 
the objection that only one-third of the 
members were elected annually, but any 
one who had any acquaintance with 
Borough Council elections knew that the 
election of one-third was always taken 
as an indication of the opinion of the 
ratepayers, It was not 
delay for the full three vears in order 
to obtain the opinion of the ratepayers 
as to the type of men they wanted to 
administer education. In this Bill, as it 
stood, they had still the optional clause ; 
and, in view, of that it was just and fair 
that the ratepayers should have an 
opportunity of deciding what line of 
action the Borough Council should take 
with reference to the adoption of educa- 
tional duties, and also what line of 
action they should take with reference to 
the election of suitable persons for carry- 
ing on the educational work. 


areas 


heen 


necessiryv to 


(4.13.) Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE said it 
was very well known that Town Councils 
had a very good idea of their own im 
portance, and he was sure many Councils 
would be prepared to undertake elemen- 
tary as well as secondary education, even 
although there might be no educational 
experts on those bodies. It was right 
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that the ratepayers should have some | 
voice as to who should represent them 
in conducting a matter of such importance 
as elementary and secondary education. 
In 1888 a large number of County Councils 
were formed, and their duties consisted 
of little else than attending to roads and 
bridges. The personnel of the County 
Councils had remained almost identical 
since that time, but now that they were 
to be entrusted with additional work in 
connection with education, which would 
cost hundreds of thousands of pounds, the 
people should have some voice in saying 
who were to represent them. The 
position would be very much aggravated 
if the Committee which was to be 
appointed by the County Council was to 
be a permanent Committee. What he 
specially wished to ask the Vice-President 
was this: In the event of the present 
County Council electing an Education 
Committee to manage their school system 
in the rural districts of the county, would 
that Committee be a permanent standing 
Committee of the County Council, or 
would it be re-elected year after year in 
the same way as the ordinary Committees 
of the County Council were elected ? 
He also asked for information as to the 
tenure of office of the co-opted Members. 


Str JOHN GORST said it had been 
decided to discuss this matter when 
Clause 12 came before the Committee 
for consideration, and he should prefer to 
deal with the hon. Member's questions 
when it would be in order to do so. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
EK.) said he represented a county which 
took a great interest in this Bill, and 
wanted to make it a real local govern- 
ment measure. It seemed to him that 
the remarks of the right hon. Gentleman 
had only strengthened the case for the 
Amendment. It was obvious that the 
County Borough Councils had not been 
elected with a view to the administration of 
education, and their opinion would be 
only in point in regard to technical 
und secondary education. It would be 
of no practical value as regards elemen- 
tary education. The great majority ofthe 
county boroughs had had School Boards 
which had carried out most effective and 
progressive educational work. These 
Boards had imposed enormous and in- 
creasing rates, with the entire approval 
of their constituents, and they had been 

Mr, Joseph A. Pease. 
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elected over and over again with the 
intention of carrying out their educa- 
tional system. To get a real, broad, and 
comprehensive opinion of the county 
boroughs on the education question, 
they must look to the sentiments of 
those gentlemen who had been elected 
on the School Boards—quite a different 
class, chosen, by an intelligent electorate, 
from those who would be elected to a 
County Council. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) 
said that, as a member of the County 
Council of his own county, he could say 
that the last thing thought of was having 
a measure of this kind thrust upon 
them to deal with the administration of 
elementary education. They never had, 
hitherto, any Party questions in his 
County Council; and there were seldom 
any contested elections. In fact, there 
were only two or three contests in the 
whole county at the last election. But 
if they had to administer a Bill like the 
present, there would be a contest in 
nearly every division in the county. It 
was only just that the operation of the 
sill should be postponed until the people 
had an opportunity of putting forward 
their views on the educational question. 
He was sure that the Bill, as it stood, 
would create divergencies, which would 
have been better left out of them. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that 
this was an Amendment which a 
Government with an open mind 
would have readily accepted. It was 
not destructive to the principle of 
the Bill. Surely, from the Government's 
own point of view, it was desirable that 
they should get the best possible men 
elected to the County Councils. The 
First Lord of the Treasury said that 
there was no precedent for postponing 
the operation of the Bill; but could 
he find a precedent for entrusting 
large and important powers such as these 
to a body elected for quite a different 
purpose? Of course, there were pre- 
cedents in which new powers were given 
to local authorities, in regard to licensing 
pawnbrokers and hawkers, or to the 
registration of common lodging houses; 
but could the First Lord of the Treasury 
produce a single case in which enormous 
powers of this kind were entrusted to 
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even a representative body, without a 
new election? The First Lord of the 
Treasury said that even now the ad- 
ministration of technical education was 
encrusted to the County Councils. But 
what sort of administration was that ? 
By this Bill the revenue which the 
County Council would have to administer 
would be trebled, and the staff which 
they would have to look after would 
have to be doubled or trebled. In fact, it 
was proposed by this Bill to transform 
the whole future of the County Councils, 
and make them the great educational 
authorities throughout the country. 
Suppose that it had been proposed to 
hand over to the County Couneil all 
powers in regard to licensing in the dis- 
trict without a previous re-election—it 
might have been found that the men 
to administer the Act were the looal 
publicans! The Bill proposed that new 
powers should be given to men who had 
been elected for a totally different pur- 
pose. The best men could not sit on 
School Boards and County Councils as 
well. Asa matter of fact, the best men 
for educational purposes could not afford 
to join the County Councils. There 
were rural counties, like Radnorshire, 
where, in order to attend a meeting of 
the County Council in the county town, 
it took a man practically three days away 
from his business. But if education 
were to be made the real question at 
issue in an election tothe County Council, 
a totally different type of men than 
now would compete for a seat, and be 
elected. They would be elected purely 
and solely for their educational experi- 
ence. He, therefore, thought the Gov- 
ernment should accept the Amendment. 


(4.30.) Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) said 
if this Amendment was carried it would 
entirely alter the personnel of the Councils. 
The figures of the hon. Gentleman the 


Member for South Islington had 
left a rather misleading impression 
on the House. The hon. Member 


had quoted some figures to show that 
the County Boroughs were in favour of 
these new powers, but, as a matter 
o! fact, he had only given the replies 
of twelve out of fifty-seven County 
Boroughs. Some County Boroughs had 
not had the question put to them at all. 
He had been a member of a County 
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Borough Council for fifteen years, and 
he had seen how the work of that 
Council accrued, necessitating the ap- 
pointment of fresh Committees year by 
year. At the present time it was difficult 
to get men to serve ontheCouncils because 
of the extremely hard work it entailed. 
lf the County Borough Councils were 
compelled to take over the work of 
primary education, it would be impos- 
sible for them to administer it themselves, 
and they would be compelled to delegate 
the work to outside Committees which 
would not be responsible to the rate- 
payers. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Vice-President had told the Committee 
that many members of the School 
Boards were also members of the County 
Councils, but so far as his information 
went that was not the case. The School 
Boards and Borough Councils in Ipswich 
found it was quite impossible tor men 
to be members of both bodies at the 
same time. He was perfectly sure that 
if the work of primary education was 
to be put upon the Borough Councils 
they would have to delegate that duty 
to others. This was an Amendment 
which the Government might reason- 
ably accept. He thought the ratepayers 
should have an opportunity of consider- 
ing this matter. To talk of the work 
done by the Committees of the County 
and Borough Councils as comparable 
with that done by the School Boards 
was nonsense. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said the hon. Mem- 
ber who had just spoken had addressed 
himself to the question from the point 
of view of the Borough Councils. The 
question, however, concerned the County 
Council far more than the Borough 
Council. In the case of rural districts, 
many gentlemen were returned unop- 
posed by the electorate to the County 
Council, but the electorate had no idea 
that these new duties would be thrown 
upon the County Councillors. If the 
case was strong for the Borough Councils 
it was stronger in the case of the County 
Councils. When the elections took place 
it never entered into the minds of the 
electors or the elected that these educa- 
tional powers would be given to them. 
To pretend that there was popular 
representation when they handed the 
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matter over to a Committee of gentle- 
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men elected for a wholly different pur- 


pose was one of the greatest delusions 
as to popular representation which could Noes, 272. 


be conceived. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue. Stroud 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Banes, Major George Edward 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Black, Alexander William 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M.( Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John ‘Tomlinson 
Bryee, Rt. Hon. James 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Caaeron, Robert 
Camphell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Aliston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vanghan- (Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dunean. J. Hastings 

Duno, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Slibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH.(Maidst’ne 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Forness, "tie Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Age Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus Hrvy. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. 
Austin, Sir John 
Buser, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christeh. 
Banbury, eg ; George 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8 


Sir Charles Piha 


John 


‘ Grant, 


AYES. 


Corrie 

Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Williem 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, ©. E.H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederies John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Dav. Brynmor (Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJ osephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 
Maenamara, Dr. 
M'Crae, George 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick ‘Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, William 

Mellor, Rt. Hon. Jobn William 
Morley, Rt. Hn. Jolin( Montrose 
Newnes, Sir George 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 


Gurdon, 


Thomas J. 





Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
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Barry, Sir Francis T.( Windsor) 
Bartley, veorve C. 'T. 
eee, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt Hn. sir Michael Hicks 
Bhownavgree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Binndell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
sowles,T. Gib-on (King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Campbell, Rt Hn.J. A. (Glasgow | 
Campbell, Jolin (Armagh, 8.) 


,C olston, Chas. I 


Bill. 


(4.38.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 119; 
(Division List No. 193.) 


Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbigh. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Russell, T. W 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick b.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinelair, Juhn (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur We'lesley 
Svare~, Erne-t J. 
Spencer, Ri. Hn. C.R( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis, 8 
Strachey, Sir E dward 

i aylor, The odore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 
!homas, David Altred( Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgau,Gower 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Warner, thomas Courtenay T. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whittaker Thomas Palmer 
Willams, Osmond ( Mervoneth) 
Wilson,Chas. ype Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Fred. W. Norful Mid. 
Wilson, Henry ry (York,W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arihar. 


Carew, —_ +s Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwieh) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Ho. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J.Austen(Worer 
Chamberlayne,T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Eaward 


| Clive, Captain Perey A. 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. 
Coddington, Sir W a” 


| Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


| Collings, Kt. Hon. Jesse 
Colowb,Sir ag harlesReady 
idw. H. Athole 
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Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Eugrne 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herd. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John:C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Delany, William 

Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dieby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Esmonmie, Sir Thomas 

Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailw yn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sird(Mane’r 
Firench, Peter 

Finch, Ge‘rge H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Gilhooly, James 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(1'1 H mts 
Gore, HnG. RC. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore,Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene,Sirk. W(BrySEdim’nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilion, Rt HnL’rd G(Midd’x 
Hainmond, John 

Hardy, Laurence( Kh nt, Ashford 
Hare, ‘Thomas Lech 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Heath, James(Statiords. N. W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hiveinbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir S muel 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope, J. 1. (Shetlield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir Willian Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,.J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozer, Hon. James HeuryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. RB.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeiiieys, Arthur Frederick 
Jobnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, HLeywood (Sussex) 
Joyce, Michael 
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Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W, (Salop 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Leamy, Edmond 

Lecky, Rt. Hn, William Edw. H. 
Lee, Art):urH(Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charies W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt Hn. Walter(Bristol,s. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lundon, W. 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MaeNeiil, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M Govern, T. 
M‘Iver.SirLewis( Edinbui gh W 
M‘kean, John 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord ( ecil 
Maxwell, RtHuSirH. E(Wigtn 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumiriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, Jn Throgmorton 
Mildimay, Francis Bingham 
Mitehell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montayu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Mooney, John .J. 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred. ( Monn thsh. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton. Arthur Hi. A.( Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, ttHo.A.Grah m( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O Brien, Kendal (Tipp rary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
WY Connor,James (Wickiow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W-.) 
O'Malley, William 
Ovr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parke’, Gilbert 

Peel, Hn. Win. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John Ss. G. 

Penn, John 

Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higeins, Frederiek 
Plummer, Waiter ht. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rateliff, R. FP. 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
tenwick, George 
tidley, Hn. M. W.(Staly bridge) 
Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Litchie, Rt. Ho. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir Join F 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stoptord- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Speneer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M‘Tageart 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Dona! 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester 
Talbot, Rr. Hn. J.G(Oxfd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Valentia, Viscount 
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Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wasou JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
Weiby,Lt.-ClL A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby. Sir CharlesG. E( Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. Jolin Lloyd 
Whiteley, H (Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHn.J. Powell-( Bur. 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wil-on,.J. W.(Worcestersh.’s. ) 
Wodehouse. Rt. Hn. E.R. Bath) 
Worsley Tay lor, Henry ‘3 il: on 

Vrightson, Sir Thowas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndbam-Quin, Major W. H, 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NO! 
Sir William Walrone and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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(4.54.) Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE said the 
Amendment which he now proposed to 
move he had put down upon the Paper for 
the purpose of drawing attention to the 
fact that the powers given to the County 
Councils were almost exclusively those of 
rating. As he read the provisions of the 
Bill, the Councils would not have the con- 
trol of education, and therefore it was a 
misnomer fort hem to be termed the educa- 
tion authority. ‘The main powers granted 
by this Bill were conferred by Clause 
12 upon a Committee, the character of 
which they did not vet fully understand. 
They ought to be informed whether this 
Committee would be obliged to submit 
a report of its proceedings to the Council 
for confirmation, or whether it was a 
permanent statutory Committee  in- 
dependent of the Council. If the Com- 
mittee was a permanent statutory 
authority, independent of the Council, 
then the Council should be called, not 
the local education authority, but the 
rating authority; but if the Committee 
was to be responsible to the Council he 
would withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


"In pave 1, line 8, to leave out the word 
education, and insert the word ‘ rating.’ ” 
(Ur. Joseph A. Pease.) 


‘ 


Question proposed, * That the word 
‘education’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
the hon. Gentleman had mistaken the 
effect of the Bill as it stood. He seemed 
to, suppose that the County Council had 
no other function whatever than to take 
the advice given them by the Committee, 
and vote the money which the Com- 
mittee asked for to carry out their 
scheme. That was not the case. No 
doubt the Committee would have great 
weight with the Council, but the 
ultimate control would be in the hands 
of the Council, and not of the Com- 
mittees of the Council. The Council 
would decide whether the rate was to be 
levied ; there was no subject on which 
they could not refuse the money; they 
could refer back to the Committee any 
element in the policy of the Committee 
of which they disapproved; and they 
would be in a true and real sense the 
arbiters of education in the area over 
which they had control. 


{COMMONS} Bill. 


1316 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT said the 
right hon. Gentleman had made a most 
important statement as to the inten- 
tion of the framers of the Bill, but that 
intention was not apparent in Clause 12. 
He was very glad to hear what the 
right hon. Gentleman had said, because 
he thought his hon. friend behind him 
was perfectly right in his statement. 
The County Councils had no power to 
do anything but rate, and therefore it 
was a misnomer to call them the educa- 
tional authority. Clause 12 stated that— 

** Any Council, in the exercise of powers under 
this Act, shall, except as respects the raising of 
a rate or borrowing money for the purposes of 
this Act, or the adoption by them of Part 
Ii. of this Act, act through an education 
comlnittee.’ 

There was no power given to the Council 
to act except through a committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
that. 


I do not deny 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said if 
that were so, then the committee was 
the education authority. 

Mr. A J. BALFOUR: Not at all. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said that 
the clause wassodrawn that there need not 
be a single member of the elected Council 
on the Education Committee. The whole 
of the work might be so delegated as to 
leave it entirely to people who represented 
nobody. But it was now understood— 
and it was a very important point—that 
the revision of all the work of the Eduea- 
tion Committee was to be undertaken by 
the Council. Let there be no mistake 
about that. The County Council itself 
was to transact this business of looking 
aiter the 14,000 voluntary schools of the 
country, and to see that the Committee 
was doing what it ought to do in each one 
of those schools. He hoped the County 
Councils understood what they were 
expected to do, but it was perfectly 
ridiculous to suppose that they could 
attempt to do anything of the kind. It 
was absurd to suggest that County 
Councils, which in most cases met but 
once a month, could undertake the 
supervision of 14,000 voluntary schools. 
A more ridiculous proposition was never 
put before the country. The County 
Councils had had no idea that such a task 
was to be imposed upon them, or that 





h 


cr Ms 


— +s Vo 


316 


the 
Lost 
en- 
hat 
the 
use 
1im 
nt. 
’ to 


iCa- 
—_ 
der 
© of 
$s of 
art 
ion 


rcil 


iat 
100 
cil 





1317 Education 


they would be expected to undertake it, 
and it was simply impossible for it to be 
carried out. 


*(5.8.) Six JOHN DORINGTON (Glou- 
cestershire, Tewkesbury) thought theright 
hon. Gentleman had made an immense 
mountain out of a very small molehill. In 
connection with the Technical Education 
Committees of the County Councils— 
which had now been in existence for 
some years—the very thing proposed by 
the Bill was being done. The Technical 
Education Committee was not a statutable 
Committee, but it was a practical Com- 
mittee, just as he hoped the Committee 
under the present Bill would be. There 
would not be much difference between 
the positions of the two bodies. The 
former body exercised its powers with 
immense freedom from interference by 
the County Council, but any serious ques- 
tion which arose was referred to the 
County Council. It was a Commiteee of 
the County Council, although it included 
members from outside the County 
Council. They, the County Council, 
settled the amount of money to be dis- 
posed of by the Committee, and generally 
accepted the conclusions at which the 
Committee arrived. He could see no 
greater difficulty in regard to the Eduea- 
tion Committee created under this Bill 
thanin regard to the Technical Education 
Committee. As to knowing the condi- 
tions of the schools, in the Council Cham- 
her at Gloucester, through the working 
of the Aid Grant, they already had a con- 
siderable knowledge of every elementary 
school in the county. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said the hon. 
Baronet had apparently forgotten that the 
state of things he had accurately described 
Was carried on under an Act of Parliament, 
which a schedule of the present Bill pro- 
posed to repeal. ‘That made a very 
material difference. The state of things 
described by the hon. Baronet existed 
because under the Technical Instruction 
Acts there was a power of delegation to 
a Committee, which power, with the rest 
of the statute, was now to be repealed. 
It would be quite natural to imagine 
that somewhere in the Bill before the 
Committee there would be a similar 
power of delegation. That, however, 
was not the case, and the Bill had to be 
discussed as it stood. 
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He was disposed 


Pill. 


to think that those who originally drafted 
the Bill intended the position of the 
Committee to be the same as under the 
Technical Instruction Acts, and it was 
exceedingly likely that before the Com- 
mittee stage concluded it would be so 
provided. But that was not the case at 
present, and they were perfectly justified 
in calling attention at the earliest oppor- 
tunity to the great uncertainty which 
would exist if Clause 12 remained un- 
altered. When the Bill was introduced, 
the Leader of the House, in reply to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Aberdeen, said the Committee 
would be like any other Committee of 
the County Council ; and no doubt, from 
the remarks he had just made, that was 
still his intention. But the opinion of 
some of the most experienced clerks of 
County Councils and large boroughs of 
England was that the wordsin Clause 12 
were so vague and new that it was ex- 
ceedingly difficult to attach any definite 
meaningto them. He had on the Paper 
an Amendment, drawn by the clerk of a 
most experienced County Council, with 
a view to placing the matter beyond all 
doubt. The right hon. Gentleman had 
now clearly stated that this Committee 
was intended to be like any other Com- 
mittee of the County Council, and that, 
when it reported to the Council, all its 
decisions would be subject to revision. 
That being the intention, it was necessary 
either to extend to matters of this kind, 
the powers of delegation possessed by 
County Councils under the Act of 1888, 
or to restore the clause of the Act of 
1889 which gave a similar power of 
delegation in regard to education. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he would not 


argue whether the noble Lord was right 


or wrong in his contention as to the 
ambiguity in Clause 12. It would 


surely be more convenient to deal with 
that matter when the clause was reached. 
The question raised by the Amendment 
was quite a different one. Jf the pro- 
posal were carried it would destroy not 
only the purpose of the Government, 
but also the plan approved, as far as any 
part of the scheme was approved by 
them, by hon. Gentlemen opposite. No one 
wished to reduce the County Councils to 
the position of mere rating authorities, 
but that was what the Amendment 
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would do. As all were agreed that such 
an Amendment should not be accepted, 
and as the proper time to discuss the 
other point—the importance 0! which he 
fully recognised—was on Clause 12, he 
thought it was not too much to ask 
the hon. Gentleman to withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): I cannot 
agree that the discussion has been in- 
convenient. It has enabled the Com- 
mittee to elicit, with more definiteness 
than has been attained before, what 
are the intentions of the Govern- 
ment, and it is impossible to postpone 
consideration which 
whole structure of 
the Bill on this particular point. The 
Amendment raises the definite point 
whether the function of the County 
Council is to be a rating authority 
else. Upon this point 
surprise expressed by 
hon. Gentleman — th 
West Monmouthshire. 


until Clause 12 a 
vitally affects the 


or something 
I share the 
the night 

Member tor 


I do not conceive that the function of 
this Committee is to be the same as 
that of an ordinary Coinmittee of the 


Countv Council chosen from the County 
Council alone, but when we look at 
Clause 12 it is stated that the County 
Council is to act through the Committee, 
though there is no provision that the 
Committee shall report to the County 
Council, and its proceedings do not 
require to be approved. According to 
the ordinary principles of drafting and 
interpretation | think that the provision 
gives the Committee a gvasi-independent 
position, and that it is not in the position 
of an ordinary Committee. Now the 
right hon. Gentleman says that this is 
not the ease ] quite agree that it would 
be out of order to discuss the merits of 
the two Committees, but I think it is of 
the highest importance, and it would be 
more convenient to the Committee that 
we should know authoritatively that 
this is the scheme of the Government. 


ALBERT ROULIT said he 
agreed that very important 
point, and he spoke of it upon the Second 


(9.15.) SiR 

this Wat a 
Reading, when he expressly asked for a 
more definite reply as to the status of 
had 


exaggerated 


the ormittee. the discussion 


extreme and 


produced 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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expressions of opinion. The mover of 
this Amendment said that the powers 
of the Council would be nothing else 
except rating. If this Amendment were 
carried that would beso, but even under 
the Bill as it stood the powers .f the 


Council could not be so limited as the 
hon. Member had stated. The speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouthshire 


indicated « desire to frighten County 
Councils and Borough Councils. The 
right hon. Gentleman had said that the 
Councils would have 14,000 cases to 
deal with every year, and he expressed 
the opinion that they would not be able 
to deal with them. But the enisting 
system was just the same as the right 
hon. Gentleman had expressed, not only 
in regard to technical education but 
with reference to other matters. In the 
ordinary work there was an infinity of 
detail which no County Council was 
equal to discuss. Reference had been 
made to the way Town Councils did 
their work, but if that was the im- 
pression as to the mode in which Town 
Councils performing their duties—and 
he did not think that 
gerated with regard to the House of 
Commons—the wonder that they 
got through their work at all. The 
hon. Baronet the 


view was exag- 
was 


Member for the 
Tewkesbury Division seid the County 
Councils would have power to revise acts 
and decisions, but he was not quite so sure 
that under the Bill as it stood this would 
be the Under the Municipal 
Corporation Act every Committee was 
bound to report for the approval, or 
otherwise, | 


case. 


of the Couneil, and in such a 
ease the statement made of the position 
would be absolutely accurate. ‘The 
noble Lord opposite said the question 
was whether there was any delegation, 
but in his opinion the 
was whether there was not too 
much delegation or whether — the 
power of the local authority was only 
to be a particular way. 
It might be total delega- 
tion to a body which might consist 
absolutely of non-Members of the Council. 
What was the real position? In relation 
to Borough Couneils, the position was 


question 


exercised in 
alinost a 


periectly clear under the Municipal Cor- 
There were two clas-es 
the Municipay 


poratir ms Act. 


of Committees under 


M 
hon. 
pres 
upon 
thei: 
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Corporations Act. The ordinary Com- 
mittee of a ‘Town Council reported upon 
its minutes, and had to obtain the 
approval of the Council for its acts. 
Then there was the statutory Committee 
—the Watch Committee—which neither 
reported nor had its acts confirmed. 
There this striking coincidence 
which he ealled to the notice o° the 
First Lord of the Treasury. The word 
“act? through a Committee was the 
word used in the Municipal Corporations 
Actin relation to the Watch Committee ; 
ind he 


was 


thought that a serious question 


might arise whether the Committee sug- 
gested would have to report at all. 


That was a question of status of vital 
importance, and he was glad to hear 
from the reply of the First Lord of the 
Treasury that this could not be what 
was intended. He took it that the 
Borough was to be the local authority, 
aid he had an Amendment on page 50 
wiich raised that point and which con- 
tained words taken from the Municipal 
Corporations Act which he proposed to 
inser in clause P2. The words he pro- 
posed to insert were— 

which shall he 
to the Council for 


reve : . 
“The minutes and act 


reported Trom time to time 


pproval.’ 
Inthe Bill as it stocd there 
doubt as to whether there need be any 
confirmation of the the 
mittee. This was a point of extreme 
importance, which ought to be deter 
mined, and he was glad the right hon. 
Gentleman had indicated the opinion 
which was entertained generally by the 
Committee with regard to it. 


was a grave 


acts of Com- 


{ 
\ 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT asked the right 
hon. Gentleman to state what was the 
present intention of the Government 
upon this point, and how they interpreted 
their own Bill. 


(5.25.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do 
not think there can be any doubt as 
to the intentions of the Government. 
I said in introducing the Bill— 


“From this long pretace | draw the following 
onclusions. Our reform, it it is to be adequate, 
uust, in the first place, establish one authority 
lor education—technical, secondary, primary 

possessed of powers which may enable it to 
provide for the adequate training of teachers, 
ud for the welding of higher technical and 
higher secondary education on to the university 
‘ystem. In the second place, | conelude that 
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1902! Bill. 
this one authority for education, Leing, as it 
is, responsible for a heavy cost to the rate- 
pavers, should be the rating authority of the 
district.” 
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No words could be more absolutely clear, 
and the statement which [ made then I 
now repeat. If it many 
speakers had now said, that Clause 12 
did not carry out that object, then let 
the Committee modify Clause 12 so thet 
it should be carried out ; but as this was 
not the place in which the Committee 
could remedy the defect in the Bill, he 
thought that they might conclude this 
part of the discussion. 


was said, as 


Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp 
ton, I.) said it was necessary that they 
should pertectly understand this point 
The hon. Member tor South Islington had 
clearly pointed out that the boroughs 
had Committees, one 
which was bound to report everything 
to the Council and could do nothing 
without the Couneil’s consent, and the 
other was a Committee which was 
actually independent of the Council. A 
Town Council in one of the great cities 
in the North of England tried to get 
omplete control ot the police, and tor 
this purpose they appointed every mem- 

upon the Watch 


two classes ol 


t 

ber of the Council 
Committee, but the law had laid it down 
that the Watch Committee could not 
consist oi more than one-third of the 
the Corporation. Then 
as the Statutory Committee in 
the shape of a Joint Committee. He 
wished to know whether the Committee 
was to understand that the proposed 
local Committee was to be an absolutely 
independent authority. 


members of 


there 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | have stated 
as distinctly as I can that it is not. 
There is to be one authority responsible 
for education and responsible for rating 

responsible for both sections of the 
duty of raising the money and ad 
ministering it. 

Sir HENRY FOWLER 


said he had 


one suggestion, and it was that the 
right hon. Gentleman should throw 


a little light upon this point. 
He could not interfere in the administra- 
tion of the police, or the amount of 
money spent on the police. Was that 
what the right hon. Gentleman meant ! 


3 C 


more 








1323 Education 
Was the County Council to have sole 
power of the purse, and was there to be 
an appeal on every question of local 
management and local administration 
which came before it? The right hon. 
Gen'leman said the House was agreed 
upon that. It was one of the greatest 
questions which could be raised. It 
went tothe very root of the question 
as to who should be the educational 
authority. If the Committee was to act 
through this body, what was to be the 
relation between the two bodies? Were 
they to understand that these local Com- 
mittees were to be the absolute servants 
of the local authority without the power 
of deciding anything, and that there was 
to be the power of appeal to the Council 
on everything ! 


Sir WILLIAM 
there was one other point 
the right hon. Gentleman 
referred. This Committee was not a 
Committee which the County Council 
had the right to appoint upon its own 
responsibility. 


HARCOURT | said 
to which 
had not 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Is that raised 
by this Amendment ? 

Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: Cer- 
tainly it was raised on the question as 
to what was to be the character of this 
Committee. ‘The Council could not 
appoint the Committee except with the 
approval of the Board of Education. Of 
course the very essence of what the right 
hon. Gentleman had stated was that it 
was to be the mere agent of the County 
Council. It was nothing of the kind. 
The person who really and finally ap- 
pointed was the Vice-President. Under 
the scheme as proposed in Clause 12 of the 
Bill the Council might propose, but the 
Board of Education would appoint, the 
Committee. He wished the right hon. 
Gentleman to solve this which every- 
body, who had considered the question, 
knew was the vital point of the Bill. It 


was not a Committee over which the 
Borough Council or the County 


Council had any authority. That made | 


the whole difference. If they would be 
at liberty to convert this ‘Committee 
into an ordinary Committee of the 
County Council or the Borough Council, 


Sir Henry Fowler. 
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local authority ‘‘in an 
|school district or in a 
then the thing might be entirely different ; | 
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but when the right hon. Gentleman 
said, or imputed, to hon. Members that 
they had not conceived what was the 
scheme of the Bill, he ventured to say 
that no one had conceived what the 
hon. Member for South Islington had 
conceived, 


* Sir WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford Uni- 
versity) said they were now discussing 
matters which they would have to discuss 
again on Clause 12. The object of the 
Amendment before the Committee was to 
ascertain what was the rating authority. 
The First Lord of the Treasury, in intro- 
ducing the Bill, had stated most clearly 
that it was to be the County Council, 
and that had been stated again and 
again this evening. Under the Bill, as 
it stood, the Education Committee was 
not in the position of the Standing Joint 
Committee of a County Council. The 
Council was to be the rating and eduea- 
tion authority, acting for education pur- 
poses through a Committee. That being 
so, they had to consider at a later stage 
what was to be the precise relation of 
that Committee to the Council. He 
submitted that, having ascertained that 
the County Council was to be the rating 
authority, this discussion should be 
dropped and revived again on Clause 


Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE said he was 
the last Member in the House who 
would wish to limit the County Couneil 
or the Borough Council merely to the 


function of rating. He understood 
from the First Lord of the Treasury 


that they were going to have a Com 
mittee somewhat on the lines of the 
Technical Education Committee, who 
would report their proceedings from time 
totime for confirmation, and that, there- 
fore, the ratepayers would have some 
direct control. On that understanding 
he asked leave to withdraw his Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


(5.38.) Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, 
Eye) moved an Amendment to provide 
that the School Board should be the 
existing united 
parish with 4 


population of more than 500 inhabitants 
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already possessing a School Board.” 
His object, he said, was to emphasise 
the fact that in country districts, 
despite statements to the contrary, 
there were School Boards which were 
doing really useful work, and were 
specially qualified to continue to do 
the work which had been entrusted to 
them in the past. A good deal had been 
said in regard to the importance of the 
School Board work in large towns, but 
after all the effects of what was proposed 
by the Bill would be really greater in the 
country districts than in the boroughs 
in the event of the total abolition of the 
School Boards. ‘The reason was that, 
owing to the distance of the county 
town from particular parishes, those 
interested in the localities would find it 
more difficult to take a lively interest in 
their own educational affairs. He ad- 
mitted that there were cases in which 
the country School Boards had _ not 
worked well, and that there were some 
eases in which they had been failures. 
Hie ventured to assert that in every case 
where a country School Board had been 
a failure, that had been due to the fact 
that the area had been too limited, and 
that it had not been possible to find in 
the area a sufficient number of persons 
to take the intelligent interest in the 
affairs which they ought to take. On 
the other hand, in the larger parishes 
nd also in eases where a number of 
jarishes had been combined for edu- 
cational purposes, that difficulty had not 
een found to exist. The hon. Member, 
n reierring to his own experience in 
onnection with a combination School 
Soard which included four parishes, said 
the schools had worked weil, and the 
reports had been excellent, both in regard 
to secular and religious instruction. 
there had not only been efliciency, but 
economy, the rate being only 3d. The 


4 
il Be 


effeet of passing this Bill in its present 
form would be that this School Board 
would be superseded by a local Committee 
notiinated by the County Council. No 
doubt at first the members of the 
existing School Board might possibly be 
nominated as members of the Committee, 
but that would only be for a short time, 
and the Committee, not being responsible 
to the body of the electors, there would 
not be the same local life and interest in 
the educational work of the parishes 
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which could be exhibited at the present 
time. His Amendment was _ not 
inconsistent with the main lines of the 
scheme proposed by the Bill. He urged 
that it would be for the educational 
advantage of the districts concerned to 
retain the School Boards where a certain 
number of parishes were united, because 
he believed it would be impossible for 
the County Council or the Committee 
to exercise adequate supervision over the 
localities. Under the scheme proposed 
there would be less economy and efticiency, 
because it would be absolutely impossible 
for those sitting in the county town to 
take the same interest in the educational 
work of the different localities as could be 
taken by those who resided in them. In 
the eastern counties the clergy of the 
Church of England were remarkably well 
represented on the School Boards, and 
certainly in those cases religious instruec- 
tion was very well looked after. There 
was no prejudice against these schools 
from the Church of England point of 
view. He was convinced that if the 
Government made a concession on this 
point and accepted the Amendment, they 
would expedite the progress of the Bill. 
The introduction into the clause of the 
words he proposed would not be incon- 
sistent with the principle of the 
measure, and he ventured to ask the 
Government to accept his Amendment. 


Amendment proposed 

“In page 1, line 8, after the word ‘authority,’ 
to insert the words ‘exeept in an existing 
united school district, or in a parish with a 
population of more than five hundred inhabi- 
tantsalready possessing aSchool Bourd,in which 
ease the School Board shall he the local 
authority.’ ” (Mir. Stevenson.) 


(Juestion proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Str CHARLES DILKE said he wished 
to raise the point as to the way in which 
this Amendment was to be put. Ii put 
as it appeared on the Paper, it would 
have the effect of cutting out a large 
number of Amendments which ought 
to be discussed separately. 


*THe CHAIRMAN said that the mover 

of the Amendment could frame it so 
as to allow discussion on subsequent 
Amendments, 


ou 2 
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*Sin CHARLES DILKE appealed to 
his hon. friend the Member tor Eye to 
omit from his Amendment the middle 
words—* Or in a parish with a popula- 
tion of more than 500 inhabitants already 
possessing a School Board.” 


*THe CHAIRMAN said that the right 
hon. Baronet was entitled to move an 
Amendment on the Amendment. 


Sir JOHN GORST said that the hon. 
Member could not. of course, expect the 
Government to accept his Amendment. 
It had already been decided by the 
Committee that the County Councils and 
the county boroughs shoule be the 
educational authority. A very strong 
appeal had been made in behalf of the 
School Boards in the great towns and 
urban districts, but the hon. Member 
now proposed to preserve the small 
Sehool Boards in the small rural dis- 
tricts. That would be quite contrary to 
the spirit ot the decision of the Com- 
mittee and to the principles of the Bill. 
lf there was one thing on which almo-t 
everybody was agreed, it was on the ex- 
pedienc\ of transferring to some other 
authority the powers now exercised by 
the small rural School Boards. Their 
area was too smiull even for elementary 
education, but the Amendment as moved 
would these small Boards the 
authority for secondary education as 
well. 


make 


*Mr. CHANNING supported the 
Amendment. In his county the School 
Board area was not so small as the right 
hon. Gentleman seemed to imagine. In 
his division were five School Boards, 
representing populations of from 1,000 
to 4,000; and he ventured to think that 
the service rendered by all of them was 
most admirable. They had, indeed, 
created a number of educational experts, 
and aroused among the people a real 
interest in education, and were doing 
good and efiective work. He was not 
in tavour of isolation of authorities, or of 
giving secondary education to small 
authorities, and he wished to see a 
complete co-ordination of the = school 
authorities. He would not accept the 


Amendment if it handed over the higher 


education to small School Boards, but 
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he thought it was a matter of vital im- 
portance to have direct control over the 
elementary education vested in these 
directly elected iocal bodies. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said he was in 

favour of School Boards generally, and 
he believed that small School Boards 
would be better educational authorities 
than rural County Councils. The case 
of large unted districts was infinitely 
stronger than that of the small School 
Boards, as some of them had a popula- 
tion considerably over 20,000. The 
Vice-President had stated that the House 
was not likely to make any concession, 
Committee had = already 
destroyed the School Boards in the great 
county boroughs. 
there was an option clause, 
although the Vice-President had spoken 
as if that option clause had already been 
withdrawn. ‘There were many places 
where the unanimous opinion of the 
district was in favour of retainine the 
School Boards: and there had been no 
such work 


because the 


But the case was not 
the same; 


done for education in thy 
rural counties as by the united Boards. 

(6.0.) CoLoneL BOWLES (Middle- 
sex, Enfield) said that if this Amendment 
was carried it would hand over to the 
School Boards greater powers than they 
already held. It would 
bodies the powers now exercised by the 
County Councils, which, in his opinion 
would not be at all desirable. Hethought 
the House should not assent to th 
Amendment. 


cive to those 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Stafford 
shire, Lichfield) expressed the opinion 
that. though the small School Boards 
in the country districts might not have 
done their work very carefully, the large 
School Boards had most execel- 
lent work. Large working-class districts 
had grown up in places where there 
Was no School Board to undertake 
the work of education, and it had been 
undertkan by the larger School Poards, 
which had been most useful in this 
respect. These bodies were now to be 
swept away, and nobody could say that 
the authority which was to take their 
place would do the work in the future 
as well as the School Boards had done 
it in the past. He certainly hoped they 


done 
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would not sweep away these useful bodies. 
It was quite true that if there was 
nothing put into the Bill to restrict their 
authority they wou'd have a great many 
more powers than they exercised in the 
past; but there was no reason for not 
restricting, and he did not see any diffi- 
culty in restrictingthe powersof the School 


Board so that they could continue to 
administer elementary education, and 
leave the secondary education in the 


hands of the County Council. But even 
at was not done. he thought the 
arge Scho | Boards would do the work 
istas wellas the County Councils. It was 

reasonable that these Schoo! Boards 


t th 
L wll 


lol 
should be swept away, having regard to 
the good work they had done, and that 
should be substituted for them 
new authority which was not likely to 
He hoped ‘the 


é llowed to con- 


there 
do this work so well. 
Scho | Boards would hy 


tinue in their good work. 


Mir. DUNCAN( Yorkshire, W.R., Otley) 
suid that in the West Riding of Yorkshire 
the entire destruction of the Schoo! 
) would be a 


ucational loss. If the 
went to the country with “ 


— — 
School Boards 


Ul 
Board syste very 


Governiment 


rrect 
creat 


Down withthe 
‘ inseribed on their banner, 


they would return from the North of 
England with a very ragged regiment 
indeed. The position of the West Riding 
was that if this Bill passed into law it 


would dissolve 140 School Boards, which 
had the entire con idence of the pe ple of 
the country, and which were doing and 
had done admirable work. If the School 
Boards were abolished, it would be im- 
possible for the loeal education authority 
to supervise the yast number of schools 
which would come under itseontrol, and 
committees would have to be appointed 
to take the place of the School Boards 
These com- 


mittees would simnyly he school attend 


which were to be abolished. 

nce committees, and it would be impos- 
sible to get the same class of men to 
serve upon them as upon bodies posses- 
Sing practical control and initiative. In 
the end the whole thing would be placed 
in the hands of officials. The distinetive 
character of English self-government was 
its popular representation. Ile, there- 
fore, supported the Amendment. 


Mr. PAULTON (Durham, 
Auckland) said he was not entirely in 


Bishop 
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accord with the Amendment of his hon. 
friend, but, if he was in order, he would 
like to move an Amendment to it 

“To omit the words, ‘or in parishes with a 
population of five hundred inhabitants already 
possessing School Boards.’ ” 
Theobject of his moving that Amendinent 
was to discuss the merits of the whole 
question. In the North of England they 
had large districts comprising populations 
considerably over 20,000, and the argu- 
ment he desired to alvancein favour of the 
School Boards as they now existed was 
that the scheme of the Bill, which was 
to diminish the number of educational 
authorities, would, unless this Amend- 
ment were carried, result in multiplying 
them, because County Councils would 
have to appoint committees to adminis- 
ter education in these large and popu 
lous districts, which were now managed 
by the School Board. 
feeling on this matter, and it was with 
the object of carrying out the wishes of 
his constituents that he 
Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR thought perhaps 
it would be more convenient to 
the Amendment to the Amendment part 
of the Amendment itself. 


There Was a rising 


moved the 


; 1. 
Nake 


Dr. MACNAMARA objected, because 
he desired to speak upon both. Both the 
Amendment and the Amendment to the 
Amendment were proposals to rr tain the 
Schoo! Boards in the rural districts 


Mr. PAULTON saidthat if his Amend- 
ment were carried, he should propose to 
add the words ‘twenty thousind.” 


Mr. BRYCE said the ease for dealing 
with these united districts was an exceed- 
ingly strong one, and he appealed to the 
Government to give a fair consideration 
to the proposal as to these districts. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan 
shire, Mid.) suggested that the hon. 
Gentleman who moved the Amendment 
to the Amendment should withdraw his 
Amendment, and that the hon. Member 
for the Eye Division of Suffolk should 
move his Amendment down to the words 
‘“sehool districts,” which could then be 
discussed. If the Amendment to the 
Amendment were carried, it would cut 
out all discussion on the Amendment. 
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hon. Member who had just spoken could 
not be aware that there had been a dis- 
cussion on both the Amendment and the 
Amendment to the Amendment, and 
that the matter was now ripe for division. 


Mr. STEVENSON said his views 
coincided with those of the hon. Member 
for Mid Glamorganshire, and asked 
whether he would be allowed to move 
his Amendment down to the words 
** school districts.”’ 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Yes. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS, on a point of 
order, suggested that the Question to he 
put now was whether leave should not 
be given to withdraw the Amendment. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : 


been asked. 


Leave has not 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS. said the 
question was of great importance to 
his county, where the new authority 
under this Bill would have a most preju 
dicial effect. If it had such an effect in 
a county, what would be the 
effect in a large one. The etfect of the 
Bill was to remove by three fremoves 
the control of the people over education. 
In the first place, the authority was to 
he the County Council, which was only 
partly elective ; in the second the manage- 
ment of the schools was to be delegated 
to a Committee, only partly nominated 
by the County Council, who were, in the 
third place, to delegate their authority 
to another Committee, only — partly 
nominated by them. They were by this 
Bill departing from the principle which 
for the last thirty years had worked 
with great success. In his opinion, the 
policy of the present Bill was most re- 
actionary, and would not conduce to 
educational progress in the — future. 
Before they swept away these bodies, 
which had done so much good in the 
past for the country, they should have 
an opportunity of fully discussing the 
matter. 


so small 


Amendment made to 


Amendment— 


the proposed 


se 


By leaving out the words ‘or in a parish 
with a population of more than five hundred 
inhabitants already possessing a School 
Board.’ ” ~( Mir. Paulion.) 


‘COMMONS} Bill. 
Mr. BOUSFIELD thought that the 
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Mr. PAULTON said, his Amendment 


having been carried, he desired to fulfil 
the pledge given by him to the hon. 


Member for North Camberwell. He 
therefore begged to move after the 
word “district” to insert “with a 


population of over twenty thousand.” 
He thought he ought also, at the end 
of the Amendment, to move to insert 
words confining it to Part 3. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : If the hon. Member 

intends to limit his Amendment. to 
Part 3 of the Bill the Amendment now 
before the Committee is in the wrong 
place. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS suggested that 
the last words moved by the hon. Gentle- 
man should be omitted ; they could be 
discussed at the proper time. The pres- 
ent Amendment was to insert the words— 

“With a 


thousand.” 


population of over twenty 
That was an intelligible Amendment, 
which could be discussed. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD said that under the 
Bill, as it stood, the object sought by the 
Amendment was already nearly if not 
All agreed on the im 
supreme — local 


quite obtained. 
portance of having a 
authority, but as regards utilising in the 
united districts the Schoo! Board as 
it existed, that was possible under Clause 
12. 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN said it was 
absolutely absurd to suggest that the 
School Boards under Clause 12 might 
be appointed by the County Couneils 
as local Committees. They should have 
direct control 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said this was 
an extremely simple point, which he 
thought had been already discussed, 
but, however that might be, they had 
got to the pond at last, He quite 
agreed with his hon. friend that there 
was sufficient elasticity in the Bill 
to enable the educational work of these 
areas to be performed by Committees 
of the County Councils. It was also 
true that that was not what was asked 
for by hon. Gentlemen opposite. They 
were asking, after all, for their old friend 
authority in certain areas. 
against the whole principle 


an ad ho 
That was 
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of the Bill. That question had been 
discussed over and over again, and he 
thought the House had made up its 
mind on the subject, and he hoped a 
decision would be taken without further 
debate. 


Amendment further amended, by in- 
serting, at the end of the last Amend- 
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ment, the words ‘“‘ with a population of 
over twenty thousand.” —(.Vr. Poulton.) 


(6.30.) Question put, “That the 
Amendment, as amended, be there in- 
serted.”’ 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 121; 
Noes, 306. (Division List No. 194.) 





AYES. 


Alwaham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allea,CharlesP.(Glouc. Stroud 
Asher, Alexander 

- hiton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Banes, Major George Edward 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derlbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
en ~ meg Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 


Hayne, Rt 
Hayter, Rt 


Hobhouse, C 


Hutton, - 


Gurdon, Sir W. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Hardie,J. Keir( Merthyr Tydvil 
Harmsworth, RK. 
. Hon. CharlesSeale- Rigg, 
. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 

k. H. (Bristol, E. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Alfred E. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansa 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh’e 
Kearly, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 


Reckitt, Harold James 

Reed, Sir Edw. James (Carditf 
Reid, Sir R. Thre shie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Russell, T. W. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick Bb.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (For farshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares. Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Ho. ¢ 


Brampton 


Leicester 


(Morley) 


"R.CN’thants 


Burns, Join Labouchere, Henry Strachey, Sir Edward 
Buxton, S\dney Charles Lambert, George Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Caine, W = am Sproston Langley, Batty Tennant, Harold John 


Cak iwe ll, James 

Cameron, Reheat 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 

Cav ley, Frederick 

Channing. Franeis Allston 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies M. Vangban-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmo t, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Evars, Seanuel 'T. (Glamore: n 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Foster Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, ie — Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. 


Goddard, 


Lloyd-George, 


Markham, 
Mather, 


Nussey, 
Pease, 
Perks, Robert 


Price, 
Danke 1 Ford Rea, Russell 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Manrice 

Lewis, Jolin Herbert 


M-Arthar, William (Cornwall 
Mi ‘rae, { reoret 

M' Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Arthur Basil 
William 

Mellor. Rt. Hon. John William 
Newnes, Sir Georve 

Norman, Henry 

Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Alfred E. (Cleveland 
Pease, J. A. (Sattron Walden) 


Pickard, Benjamin 
Robert John Mr. 


Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomas,J A (Glamorgan,Gow’r 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. KR.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton,Jobn Lawson (Leeds.s. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley 
Warner, Thomas Courtney T. 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York. E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


David 


William 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Stevenson and Mr. 
Paulton. 


NOES. 


Abraham, Wim. (Cerk, N.E.) 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte | 
Agnew, Sar Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir Willian Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forsrer, Hugh ©. 

Arrol, Sur Williaa 
Atkinson. Et. Hon. 
Austin, Suv John 
Batearres, Lord 


Balfour, Capt. 


| Banbury, 


John Jatuurst. Hn 


Bignold, 


Balfour. Rt. Hon. A.J. (Maneh’r pe 


Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds 
| Balfour, Kenneth &.(Christeb. 
Frederick George 

Barry, E. (Cork, S,) Bond, 

sarry, Sir Francis 'T (Windsor 
| Bartley, Ge» ree dé 


| Beach, Rt Hai Michael Hicks 
Arthur 


wood, James 
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Blake, Edward 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bok und, Jolin 
Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Grifliths- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Bowles, T.Gibson( King’s Lynn 
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Brassey, Albert 

Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shrepsh 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John Ge r re 

( ‘ampbell, RtHnJ. 
Taimpbell, John | eos wh, 
‘arew, Janes Laurence 
‘arhle. William Walter 
urson, Rr. Hon. Sir Edw. H 
‘autley, Henry Strother 
‘avendish, R. F. (N. Lanes. 
‘avendish. V.C.W .( Derbyshire 
‘ayzer, Sir Charles William 
‘ecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
‘ecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
‘hamberlain, J. A) (Worcest’r 
thamberlayne, T.(Sthampton 
‘hapman, Edward 
‘harrington, Sp neer 

live, Captain Perey . 
echrane, See. The: i . E. 
hen, Benjamin Lowe 
ollines, Ri. Hon. 
olomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
‘olston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
‘orbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
‘orbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
‘ox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
‘ranhorne, Viscount 

ene 

arles Alfred 

‘ross, Alexande 
‘ross, Herb Shepherd (Bolton 
Cxhitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Ear! of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Delany, William 

Dickson. Poynder, Sir John 
Dieby, John K. D. Wingfield 
Ditton. John 

Disraelt, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,Sirkyd Dixon 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Dorineton, Sir Jolin Edward 
Douglas, Nt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrenee, Sir Edwin 
Dyke Rt. Ho.Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hom. A. Ralph Douglas 
Esmonde, Sir’ 
Fardell, Sir 'T. 
Fellowes. Hn, Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson. Rt. HoSirt.( Mane) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Finch, Georwe H. 

Fisher, Willitm Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Pobert Penrose 
Fitzroy,Hon Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry Witligm 
Foster, Sir Mie ael (Lon. Univ. 
Foster, PhilipS( Warwiek.S W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garlit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans 
Gilhooly, James 

Cordon, Hn. E. leind Nairn 
Cordon. Maj Evans-(M’'rH’ ml ts 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Elden 
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Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Sir E W(B’rySEdm/ nds 
Greens, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hamilron, Rt Hn L’rdG(Midd’x 
Hammond, John 
Hardy, Lanurence( Kent, : 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Hatch. Ernest FrederickGeorge 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Heath, James (Staffords.N. W. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodve Robert Trotter 
Higeinbottom. S. W 

Hoare, Sir Saimnel 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope.J. F.(Shetteld Brightside 
Hornby, Sir Willian Henry 
Hoult, 
Howard,- 
Hozier, a. 
Hudson, Gee 
Hutton, pre (Yorks, N. BR.) 
Jackson. Kt. Hon. Win Lawies 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
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William (Belfast) 
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Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wim. 
Laniie, Lieut.-General 
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Lawrence, Joseph (Monimouth 
Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool) 
John Grant 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lecky Rt. Hn. Wil iam Ed lw. H. 
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» Col. Hon. Heneave 
eh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
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Lueas. Col. Franeis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Rezinald.J. (Portsmouth 
Lundon, W. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
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Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Ri — Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J. H.(Dumtriessh 
Mesney-Thompsn Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon 
Moon, Edward aa Pacy 
Moonev, John J. 

More Robt. Jasper (sh ropshir : 
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Morrison, James Arehibald 
Morton, Arthur H. A.( Deptford 
Mountz, Philip A. 

Murray. Rt Hn A Grah’m( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray . Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, Wiliam Henry 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
(Y Brien, James F. NX 
O Brien. Kendal (Tipp 
(Brien, Patrick (inilkenny) 
(Bien, P. J. (Tipperaa N 
(Y Connor. James (Wicklow, W. 
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Rolleston, Sir Jolin BF. L 
Rollitt, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
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Rutherford, John 
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Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, Kast 

Smith, HC( North’ mb, Tyneside 

Smich, Jame- Parker (Lanarks 

Smith, Hon. W. B.D. (Strand) 

spe < John Ward 

Spencer, Sir KE. (W. Bromwich Valentia, 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormsk rk Vinee 

Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset Walker, Col. 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) sa 

Stewar!,SirMarkJ.MWTaggart Welby, Lt.-Col... 

Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, Jolin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
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a tt, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Re HnJ.G.(Oxfd Univ. 

Thor burn, Sir Walte: 


Tomlinson, Wim. 


Tufnell, Liet. 


Wharton, } 
W nieloy fi { 
Whitmore, Cha 


Suilivan, Williams, Color 


3.45.) Dro MACNAMARA moved 
in Amendment to leave out of Clause | 
lines 9 to 15. When he asked that the 
0 3 boroughs should have their 
chool Boards, he was told that he was 
two-authority and that they 
ist have authority Here 
wis a proposal to give a ; sepurate 
ithority for elementary education to 
boroughs, with 
id to all urban distriets, with a popula- 
ion of 20,000. Under such circum 
stances, how were they going to ensur 
tticlency, ind at 
provide that the schools should be 
linked together? He should like to 
vinciple the 
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nopulation ot 10,00] 


avoid waste, the same 
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ele mentary edue 
a municipal horough of 10,001 inhabi- 
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authority jor ufion to 


mommy to an urban 
(}) people. | 


point. 
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nave some explanation ipon that 


There was very ren rarkable contrast 
between this proposal now put forward 
hy the Government and the 
which the 
1s9 


attitude 


took up in 


Government 
b. In that 
made by the hon. 


year a proposal was 


Member for South 


Is] iston, to olve autonomy to the 


smaller municipal authorities, and he 
moved that muni 
over 20,000 inhabitants 
autonomy. that 
Vice-President of the ( 


‘ipal boroughs with 


should 


oceasion the 





have 
Upon 
‘oun il said— 


‘Under the Bill, as it stood. there would be 
128 anthorities of the kind. He thonght that 
nimiber already too large, and hoped that ii 
would he reduced Ivy the exercies oft the power 
of combination. One hundred and twenty 

‘ivht beme the maximum number of inde pen- 

dent education authorities under the Bill, the 
feet of jaciphlng’ ties Aimiaibaans would be 
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to add to that number 241 more authorities ot 
the kind. But they would not be; »tostop 
there Phase wong triacs he teagan im 


“gage ee : 
to be treated like municipal bore s. and he 





ecalenlated that at least forty-nine of these 


dlistric { = would haveto be aciche ito ihe number. 
The total number of separate auth. rities with 
lacation Department would lave 


to deal would then be 418 
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W.toth the i 


The First 
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boroughs of 
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‘Plaid all these reasons beforethe Committee 
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on Thursday fast, but 
when dealing with Edueation Bills, political 


iam afraid that even 
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simates he smioalle ‘ipal rien ‘ 
this country made it necessary 
n fresh thorities should he let ? and 
SIXty-nine fre sh authoritic wel iet no oon 
Thursday last. Now the present Amendm 
proposes to let in forty-nine more, and there 
re oth proposals behind to still fursher 
increase the number. This is all ve vw '] for 
those who are enemies of this Ball an who 
desire to see it broneht i | nndes 
stand their motives But t > who 
are the friends of this Sill. and who desire to see 


it carried into law to support me in 


LOati Imit ny tinere local authorities It is quite 
obvious that what sa diffienlty becomes, in 
impossibilit y. and hard 
toe urry out the Bill with 
iber of authorities that have already 
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All those propositions were contained 
in the Bill which they were now 
considering, and if those solemn assur- 
ances that they would ruin the Bill 
in 1896 were true why were they not 


true now! The Bill of 1896 was with 
drawn on this very issue and the 
Member tor South Islington was after- 


wards spoken of as the wrecker of that 
measure. If 222 authorities killed the 
measure of 1896 he would like to know 
what was going to happen when they 
were letting in 327 boroughs and 
urban districts. Nevertheless there was 


a much more serious matter than 
gibing at the Government for what 


they did in 1896. What became of 
their protests that they must have only 
one authority. Personally he had all 
sorts ot sacrifices in order to get one 
authority. but the Government were 
now throwing at them 327 authorities. 
Sometime ago the Vice-President of the 
Council advocated the case of the rural 
school and he told them that the village 
school was in such a condition that the 
managers could not get money enough 
even to buy a window blind. 


JOHN GORST: No, no. 


Dr. MACNAMARA 
rate the statement was that they 
not get money to provide 
article of ordinary This Bill 
would take out of the rural areas the 
“fat” rating districts for the 


said that at any 
could 
small 


some 


necessity. 


pi I rp ses 


of elementary education, and it would 
leave the residue of the counties with 
a large number of children and with 
a large number of onal 2 schools with 
prac tic: lly no rateable value atall. How 
were they going to improve the rural 
schools. lf they left those poverty 
stricken rural areas with very little 
rateable value. Take the case of Kent 


as an example. First of all they proposed 


to take out the ounty ati Canter- 
bury which would be autonomous. ‘Then 
they baci to take out sixteen other 
ureas Which meant more than holf 
the rateable value of the county of Kent, 
and this would leave considerably more 


than half the children in verysmall schools 


with a very small residue of rateable 
value. Inthe case of Staffordshire they 
took out fourteen of the fattest urban 
plums and left the other poverty- 


Dr. Macnamara., 
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stricken areas to look after themselves, 
Lancashire had always been treated 
considerately by this Government. There 
the county borough would be taken out, 
and also thirty-one of the urban areas 
which were the fat rating plums as he 
ventured to call them. What would the 
rural schools in Lancashire do in that 
case with a small rating value? In the 
county of Middlesex thirteen of the 
fattest rating areas would be taken out, 
and in the West Riding of Yorkshire 
there would be thirteen such districts 
taken out. He hoped the Vice-President 
would tell the Committee frankly his 
private view upon this. He hoped also 
the Government would allow him to be 
absolutely unmuzzled on this matter. 
By this scheme what they practically did 
was to deprive the poor rural areas of 
their fair share of the contribution 
raised by the urban areas. He begged 
to move. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘In page |, line 9 to leave out lines 9 to 15 
both inelusive.” —(Jr. Macnanira.) 
words 


(Juestion proposed, ‘That the 


* Provic led that’ stand part of the 
clavse.” 
7.0.) Mr J. BALFOU R said the hon. 


( a a Fe attacked the Government 
beeause the proposal in this Bill was 
different from that in the Bill of 1896. 
The Bill of 1896 was an entirely different 
one, and in regard to that it was sufficient 
to the Housethat the modification 
to which the hon. Member objected did 
not in the least lessen the value of the 
proposal introduced into this Bill. 


to say 


makes it 


Dr. MACNAMARA: — It 


worse. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that at all 
events it made it different. He did not 
think there was much to be guined by ela- 
borating references to what took place in 
this The next 
argument of the Gentleman wa3 
based upon the alleged divorce between 
primary and secondary education thet 
would occur if this paragraph were 
retained in the clause. It was said that 
the proposal was absolutely destructive 
of the one authority theory. He did 


louse seven vears ugo. 


hon. 
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not deny that the clause to a certain 
extent, and a not unimportant extent, 
militated against the development 
of the principle of one authority for 
education. But the hon. Gentleman 
had forgotten that the boroughs were 
left with the expenditure of the penny 
rate on secondary education which they 
already possessed, and they would be, if 
the Bili were passed, the authorities for 
primary education within their limits. 
That might not be a perfect system, but 
it was a better system than the present, 
under which there were in boroughs a 
School Board and an isolated voluntary 
school on one side, and on the other side 
a municipal authority with the power 
ol expending a penny rate on secondary 
education. By the Bili, this great reform 
would be secured: that the municipal 
authority of a borough would be in a 
position to co-ordinate primary educa- 
tion, and a considerable portion at all 
events of secondary education, within 
their limits. If the hon. Member had 
the great anxiety to pass the Bill which 


he sald he had— 
Dr. MACNAMARA: To improve it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said if that was 
Member's way of trying 
to improve Bills, he differed from him 
as to the method hy which that object 
He would be per- 
this matter. He thought 

true, up to a certain point, that 
the full benefits of the one authority 
principle were diminished by the scheme 
of the Bill, but to nothing like the 
extent represented by the hon. Gentle- 
i. He thought the which 
the (rovernment had suggested would 
work perfectly. There must be har- 
between the administration of 
primary and secondary education within 
and that harmony, which 
was absolutely impossible under the 
system from which the country now 
suffered, would be secured by the Bill. 
The hon. Gentleman had also argued 
result of the exclusion of 
boroughs of 10,000 inhabitants 
and urban districts of over 20,000 in- 
habitants from the third part of the 
Bill would be to deprive the counties 


the hon. 


he gained. 
fectly fair in 
it Wis 
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ofthe most valuable areas within their 


limits for the raising of rates necessary 
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| to carry on the work of primary educa- 
| tion. He had found, on examination of 
| the counties, that no general law could 


| be laid down. There were cases in 
| which the exclusion of the urban 
| districts would militate against the 


finances of the county. On the other 
| hand, there were many cases in which 
the position was exactly reversed, for 
the rateable value of an urban district, 
itaken in relation to the number of 
children it would have to educate, would 
throw a greater burden on it than if 
it were merged in the county. In these 
circumstances, he thought the Com- 
mittee would adopt the mest practical 
course by aecepting the scheme of the 
Bill. He had deait with the general 
view of the case presented by the hon. 
Gentleman, but he did not pretend 
to have exhausted everything that could 
be said for or against the particular 
numbers, 10,000 and 20,000, proposed in 


the Bill. 


(7.10.) Lorn EDMUND FITZ- 
MAURICE said they must allagree that 
the argument of the hon. Member for 
North Camberwell seemed logically un- 
answerable as a ground for the deletion of 
the parargaph which he proposed to omit, 
but at the same time a Bill of this kind 
could not be based on strict rules of logic, 
and he thought if his hon. friend would 
consider the general position of local 
government in relation to education, 
he would see that the County Councils 


must make some concession to the 
feeling of the boroughs with regard 
to independence. He did not think 
an Amendment of this kind should 


receive the support of County Councils, 
because it would only be regarded 
by the boroughs as an attempt on 
the part of the County Councils to 
intrude upon the legitimate sphere of 
borough independence. One of the 
ditiicult questions in connection with 
this Bill was as to the amount of itde- 
penlence which should be left to the 
boroughs in the matter of county ad- 
ministration, but when his County 
Council told him that the adoption of 
the words deleted 
completely destroyed the idea of county 
administration and put an end to the 


pre yposed to be 


hope of co-ordination, he must respect- 
fully beg to ditler. He regarded this as 
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a matter where the 
must make some concession, and the 
only question was at what line the con- 
cession was to be made. ‘Though they 
approved the proposal so far as the 
principle was concerned, they were not 
in the least precluded from having any 
opinion they liked on the 
whether the number should be 10,000, 
20,000, or 30,000; or whether it should 
be the same or a different number 
in boroughs and urban districts. There- 
belief was that if the Amend- 
idopted, it would be 
egarded by the boroughs as an attempt 
by the County Couneil biow 


it their independence. 


county authority 


auestion 


fore his 


ment were 


strike a 


"Mr. EMMOTY (Oldham) said that 
personally he was not a fanatic for one 
authority: but what he 
was an authority which would 
suited to carry on the work of education. 
There was great danger of the County 
Conneil being over ehted, and it was 
just because this clause would get rid of 
ot the detailed eementary 
education that he cainst 
the Amendment. 


‘wanted to see 


most 





wel 
some work ot 
ht 1 

woula vote 


Si EDWARD GREY (Northumber 
land, Berwick) said that he quite 
agreed with the right hon. Member 
tor North ¢ amberwell, and would 
vote for his Amendment. The Com 
mittee had decided the previous night 
that the County Council was to be the 
educational authority. both for 
tary and higher education. There was 
a creat deal to be said for that, but 
at the same time must not 
run the risk of oe the County 


Couneils by cut ting the > gre at holes in 


elk men- 


Parliament 


their areas of administration. If the 
County Councils were to be the edu- 
cational authority, then let them trust 
the County Councils. They would 


retain the to delegate authority, 
and to make separate 


powell 
areas under their 


own supervision. The clause would im- 


pose a number of rigid exceptions 


which would be most disadvantageous to 
Councils. He should say that if 


some 


the County Councils were to be the one 


authority, let them start 
fair and give them a fair chance. 


Lord Edivund Fit 


educational 


Ta 
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Sm JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshi ire, 
Northwich) said he should certainly sup- 
port the Amendment. it would, in his 
opinion, be inadvisable to divide the 
county, and take out the large urban 
areas, leaving a very large, and almost 
desert, district to be worked by i itself. 


Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract) said that 
it seemed to him that the hon Me miber 
for North Camberwell was inconsistent, 
The hon. Gentleman first compliined 
that they were giving the County Coun- 
cils too much work to do, and then he 
complained that it was proposed by the 
Bill to set up focal authorities for edu- 
eation in 327 


districts 


boroughs and = urban 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT said that the 
Amendment raised a broad question of 
principle. All through these edueational 
liseussions he had bee an ] hoe ms 
aiscussions he haa been an « or Wan, 
To get their educationa! work effi 
done, they must have men and 
chosen to do it 





‘tently 
women 
who had devoted their 
ives to the cause. 


Tt being halt past Seven iy the clock, 


the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 
Committee report progress ; to sit 


igain this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


SDUCATION (ENGLAND 
BILL. 


Committee. ) 


AND WALES 


(In the 


Debate resumed. 


*(9.0.) Mr. CORRIEGRANT, 


ie 


resum- 


° 7 ] 

Ing his speech, said he had always been 
in favour of a single franchise for 
Parliamentary, educational, and — other 


What he also wanted wa 
with the 

instead of that, they 
had under the Bill something like eight 
introduced. The other day 
‘tition from Athe -_ 
a place wt ich 


purpo : 
one authority « | 
of edueation, but 


neruste ra 


auth oritie s 
came across a pe 
witha population of 16,211 
according to the Bill t stood, sta 
not he entitled to be the local education 
authority. The petitioners pointed out 
that under the Technical Instruetion Act 
they, in the year 1892, erected certain 
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buildings at a cost of £3,000 for technical 
education purposes, and had since carried 
on the instruction there at considerable 
expense, They objected to transferring 
their schools to another authority. and 
app aled to be allowed to retain at any 
ate the control of higher education. 
surely a small place which had done 
so much for higher education ought to 
be entrusted with the management of 
elementary education. He had 
knowledge of the friction which arose in 
connection with the transfer of children 
from elementary into secondary schools, 


some 


and that was another reason why he 
favoured the single authority principle. 
Differences of opinion cecasionally arose 
as to when a child should pass from the 
elementary into the secondary schools, 
and the tendency was to keep promising 
children so long in the elementary 
schools, that when transfer absolutely 
became necessary the parent thouglit 


pec 


the time had arrived for the child to 
go to work, and he too olten lost his 


chances of higher education. In the 
tugby Division they had a secondary 
school, and if the Bill passed as it stood 
the Rugby Urban 
which had a population under it of 
less than 20,000, would have no power 
of control, which would pass into the 
hands of the Warwickshire County 
Council, whose headquarters were thirteen 
miles off. The Bill as it stood afforded 
opportunity for never-ending disputes 
and friction, and that one of its 
greatest blots. If they were to have an 
Edueation Bill at all, it should tend in 
the direction of unity of government, 
and should attract the best possible 
men to take part in the management. 


District Couneil, 


was 


sm ALBERT ROLLIT said the 
object of the Amendment was to strike 
out from Clause 1 the proviso which 
enabled boroughs of 10,000 population 
and urban districts of 20,000 to remain 
the local authority for educational work 
—the authority tor elementary educa- 
tion only. Reference had been made to 
what took place in 1896. The Bull of 
that year dealt with both primary and 
secondary education, but the discussion 
to which previous speakers had referred 
took place in respect of 
education, the question of 


primary 
education being treated su) 


silentio. 


secondary | 


| transferring 
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decision then come to was accepted by 
the boroughs. So far as he remembered, 
these boroughs were, without exception, 


School Board areas; many of them 


had rated themselves for educational 
work, and had expended — whisky 
money in the cause of education. 


Their educational efforts had been most 
successful, and he asked the Committee 
not to destroy the work they had done 
under the Bill of 1896. At Dewsbury the 
grammar school had been subsidised, and 
a technical school established, the whole 
educational needs of the borough having 
been adequat ly provided for. 

Dr. MACNAMARA  : 
population ? 


What is 


the 


Str ALBERT ROLLIT : About 45,000 
In the borough of Accrington there was 
and technical with a 
central class for pupil teachers, and in 
Cambridge and other boroughs equally 


> 1 
a science school, 


good educational work had been carried 
on. These boroughs had a 
there them a 
of eX pt rience and tradition, 
and there was a distinctive character in 
borough urban life which differentiated 
it from the surrounding county. As the 
Vice-President had well said, in education 
it was necessary to consider variety of 
circumstance and condition. Let them 
the Luton. That small 
borough lost the whole of its trade in 
competition with Italy and Switzerland, 
but 1t rose to the occasion. it engaged 
teachers and established schools, and it 
in time recovered the whole of its trade 
and brought about an increase of wages 
to the extent of 100 per cent, That wes 
an instance of distinctive borough life and 
industry which ought not to be disre- 
garded in educational matters, and he 
therefore appealed strongly the 
maintenance of this provision in the Bill. 
How could the County Council, which in 
some cases would be fifty or sixty iniles 
away, properly superintend the infinite 
detail of primary education? That was 
a matter dependent on local judgment, 
experience, needs, and opportunity ; and 
the retention of this proviso would en- 
able the good work already done to he 
developed and extended. — Its omission 
would raise a feeling of resentment which 
might go far to endanger the Bill. By 
the existing elementary 


long 
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and establishing it in a central place they 
would, in his opinion, be departing from 
the cardinal principles of the Bill. 


(9.25.) Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said the 
hon. Member had pointed out the impossi- 
bility of a central county authority manag- 
ing education throughout its area, and 
had declared that to take away powers now 
possessed by boroughs in whose autonomy 
he was interested would be a departure 
from the principle of the Bill. But was 
not his argument itself a condemnation 
of the whole principle of the Bill! He 
had noticed the extraordinary fact that 
every case quoted by the hon. Mem- 
ber against tlhe Amendment dealt not 
with elementary education but with 
secondary education. He alluded to one 
or two boroughs which had rated them- 
selves. But for what? For technical 
and secondary education, which was not 
the point involved in the Amendment. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said they had 


a School Board rate. 


Mr. DILLON said that was not what 
the hon. Member had alluded to. He 
pointed to a secondary education rate, 
and did not allude to the School Board 
rate at all. As he understood the Bill, it 
proposed to limit local authorities as re 
garded secondary education, and to in 
vest them with fresh powers as regarded 
primary education. ‘Therefore, the cases 
quoted by the hon. Member were not 
applicable. Take the case of Liverpool. 
‘That was a very striking case, but what 
had it to do with elementary education ? 


Str ALBERT ROLLIT said he had 
pointed out that the places he had men- 
oned had given evidence of educational 
effort. The funds tor primary educa- 
tion were provided diilere ntly. 


Mr. DILLON said all the eases quoted 
by the hon. Members were evidence of 
educational zeal for secondary education, 
but they were now dealing with primary 
education. If the mere fact of having 
given evidence of educational zeal were 
to be accepted as a suflicient argument | 
for the preservation of existing bodies, | 
what about the School Boards? There- | 
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He confessed he found very great diff- 
culty in dealing with the Amendment, 
and he admitted that when he saw it on 
the Amendment Paper he was astonished 
that it should have been put down by 
no less than four Radical Members. [t 
rather commended itself to him when he 
first saw it. Looking at the matter from 
the point of view of denominational 
schools, especially Catholic schools, he 
should be more afraid of harsh and un- 
fair treatment in small urban districts 
than in other parts of the country, 
What were they asked to consent to by 
the proviso? Under the law at present, 
if the small urban districts adopted a 
School Board, Catholics would have a 
look in, and so would every other Church 
party under the cumulative vote. They 
had a chance of getting one or two of 
their friends on the Board whenever 
they had a sufficient body of electors. 
He did not say that if there were only 
ten or twelve children Catholics were 
entitled to the denominational school, 
They should be a moderately numer- 
body, and when they were, 
they were almost sure of getting 
2 seat on the School Board. Under 
the Bill, however, in all human 
probability, they would not have the 
least chance of getting a voice at all, and 
they were asked by the proviso to make 
a large number of urban districts and 
horoughs the autonomous authority in 
regard to elementary education, and to 
part with the cumulative Vote. He was 
amazed to find himself supporting an 
Amendment put down by four Radical 
Members, and he was really somewhat 
hewildered at the position im which he 
found himself. It was perfectly plain to 
him that their chance of getting fair 
treatment would far greater from 
the County Councils than from the 
hodies to be exempted under this proviso. 
On what principle was the proviso 
recommended to the Committee ? le 
voted with some reluctance against the 
previous Amendment, with the idea that 
the essential principle of the Bill was 
that there should be one authority, and 
that if that authority were broken up, 


ous 


he 


| the very life of the Bill would be struck 


at. On what principle, therefore, was 
the proviso which broke up the whole 
principle of one authority recommended ! 


fore, he maintained that the cases quoted | From an educational point of view, he 


by the hon. Member did not apply at all. | 
Sir Albert Rollit. 


was not an enthusiast for one authority, 





























1348 


diffi- 
ment, 
"it on 
nished 
vn by 
‘s. It 
1en he 
F from 
tional 
Is, he 
id un- 
stricts 
untry. 
to by 
esent, 
ted a 
ave a 
hurch 
They 
wo of 
never 
-ctors. 
» only 
were 
chool. 
umer- 
were, 
etting 
Jnder 
inan 
© the 
|, and 
make 
s and 
ty in 
nd to 
@ Was 
iy an 
adical 
pwhat 
ch he 
Lin to 
y fair 
from 
1 the 
OV1S0. 
“OV1S0 
He 

st the 
1 that 
| was 
7, and 
n up, 
struck 
was 
whole 
ided ! 
ww, he 
ority, 








1349 Education 
and he was not convinced that it was 
such a valuable thing as the hon. Member 
for North Camberwell supposed it to be ; 
but the Government recommended the 
Bill to the House on the principle of 
one authority, whereas the proviso in- 
troduced two separate authorities for 
the same area—one for primary, and the 
other for secondary education. He 
confessed he failed to understand exactly 
where they were, because, not only were 
they to have in the urban districts and 
boroughs two separate and distinct 
authorities, which was a principle con- 
demned by the Government, but they 
would further have the authority dealing 
with primary education, with power to 
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nibble at secondary education in con- | 


junction with the County Council. 
there was no explanation as to how far 
that authority might go. If they adopted 
the great principle of one authority in 
each district, then they ought to stick 


to it. He believed that the voluntary 
schools would have a better chance of | 
fair play in urban districts and non- 


county borough, if they were placed 
under the central authority of the County 
Council, and, therefore, he was 
supporter of the 
awaited with 
hear the grounds on which the Govern 
ment would attempt to justify such an 
extraordinary departure from the prin- 
ciple of the Bill. There no reason 
in argument or logic for the proviso. 


a strong 


Amendment, and 


Vas 


considerable curiosity to | 


But | 


| Clause 


He could conceive only one reason, and | 


that was that the Government 
afraid of the urban districts, but he did not 
think that was a good position to take up. 


(9-38.) Sin MICHAEL FOSTER (Lon 
don University) said he to 
express the hope that the First Lord 
of the Treasury would see his way to 
accept the Amendment. ‘The essential 
principle of the Bill was the 
authority, and it went to the very root 
of the whole business. The Vice-Presi- 
dent, on the Second Reading, said that 
a philosopher sitting in his chair might 
make a distinction between primary and 
secondary education. He ventured with 
deference to differ from the Vice-Presi- 
dent, for the man who attempted that 
would cease to be a philosopher. There 
was no difierence between primary and 
secondary education. The apparent 
difference was the outcome of the politi- 
cal exigencies of 1870, and the sooner it 
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was done away with the better for Eng- 
land. He was convinced that they were 
suffering, not so much from the want of 
secondary education on the part of those 
who could afford to pay for it, as from 
the want of a broader primary education, 
not only as regarded those who were 
taught, but even more those who taught. 
He had been looking for some time 
past at the disastrous influence upon the 
teachers of the absolutely fictitious dis- 
tinction between primary and secondary 
education, and it was because he could 
not but see that the proviso contravened 
the first principle of the Bill that he 
trusted the Amendment of the hon. Mem- 
ber for North Camberwell would be 
accepted. He could conceive that there 
was a difficulty in the way of the reten 
tion of large populous districts with 
many active centres, and he ventured to 
suggest that that difficulty might be 
overcome by some arrangement under 
12, continuing the principle of the 
one authority, rather than by—ii he 
might venture to say so—the imperfect 
suggestion contained in the proviso, which 
would only partially secure its object, 
and secure it by contravening what he 
regarded as the very essence of the 
Bill. It was that which chiefly stirred 
him to support the Amendment as far 
as he could, because he was not looking 
at next vear or the year after. He was 
looking at many years hence. If the 
one authority were established, it could 
never be taken away, whereas the minor 
ditticulty which confronted them at 
present might be removed by legisla 
tion, even at no very distant date. 
*Sirn JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
Accrington) said he regretted he could not 
support the Amendment. the Bill 
stood, this proviso was one of the very 
parts of it. He was bound, like 
every other hon. Member, to draw upon 
his own experience, and his own experi- 
ence had been gathered in his own con- 
The hon. Member for South 
Islington specially referred to Accrington, 
It was a town of 45,000 inhabitants, and 
they themselves had raised and spent no 
less than £13,000 on technical schools, 
and they had been so successful that they 
had, he thought, established their right to 
autonomy with regard to education. The 
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proviso would give them, at any rate, a large 
step in advance as regarded thatautonomy, 
A great deal of strong and bitter feeling 
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had been aroused with reference to the 
they had received, 
would be increased 
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true, but he was content with 
the proviso as it 
could not support the Amendment. 
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Hornsey) said that for him, a simple | 


man, to join issue with great educational 
authorities was a very hard task. But 
his coustituency telt strongly in regard 
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tion. fhe School Board of Hornsey 
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and unsuny. It would be very much 
regretted, ‘| he reason Why the 

} > P | - > sal . md 
district of Hornsey wished to retai 
power in their own hands was that, as 
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regarded primary education, they con 


sidered they knew requirements of 
the district very much better than the 
County Council. The hon. 
Kast Mayo said that there was no 
why a County Council should not know 


the 


reason 


the condition of the area it administered. 
He ventured to differ from that. Where 
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Member for | 


County Council to understand the con- | 


dition of the district, but that was not so 
easy in a crowded population ; and, there- 
fore, his constituents were very anxious 
that the education should be 
retained hands of Urban 
Council, rather than it should be handed 
to the County Council. He, there- 
fore, hoped that the right hon. Gentle 
man would not give way, but would stick 


Wot k ot 


in the the 


over 


to the proviso, 


(9.48.) Mr. KOKENNA said there could 
not better illustration than was 
afiorded by the Amendment, of the 
essential contradictions of the Bill. He 


ly a 


Sir Joseph Leese. 


Bill. 


| wondered whether the hon. Member who 


had just spoken had voted for the killing of 
the School Boards. If he had, the principle 
on which the hon. Member voted was 
enough for killing the School 
Boards, which, on his own testimony, had 
done admirable work ; although now, in 
fiat contradiction of that very principle, 
it was proposed to set up another eduea- 
tion authority, different from the central 
He would quote what the 
First Lord said on the 2nd of June, 1902, 
and he would show, out of the rivht non, 
Gentleman's mouth, how he was 
frustrating the principle he himself had 
laid The right ( 
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considering the needs of primary 
Phese think, imaivisible 

vreat whole. -L do not believe that any 
secondary education authority could carry out 
work to mivantaye un ess it 
not only had under its control or supervisi 
th ation, which is the crown 
of the work of primary educ tion short of i] 


lo le 
] 
lo it 


is impo sible 


\ iew ¢ 


education 


halves of 


are, I 


one 


the tullest 


its 


’ 
seconaary ecdue 


Universities, but unless it had alse under 
its coutrol the whole apparatus be which 
citizens are to be titted to iake advar tage 
ot the money spent on secondary educa ! 
{f that were not so, the money spent ol 
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Now, the right hon. Gentleman 
posed to throw into the all 
money spent on secondary education 
in boroughs of over 10,000 inhabitants, 
and in urban districts of over 20,000 
inhabitants. Out of his own mouth 
the right hon. Gentleman was convicted. 
Either the principle which was good 
enough for killing the School Boards 
was a sham, or else it was sound; and 
if it were sound, the right hon. Gentle- 
man was bound to accept the Amend- 
ment of his hon. friend. They could 
not, after their eaperience of that 
evening, shut their eyes to the fact that 
the Bill was not founded on principle, 
but on those electoral considerations 
which the Committee had heard from 
the hon. Member who had just sat down. 
His hon. friend who moved the Amend- 
ment observed, with great truth, that 
if it were not accepted every fat urbar 
district would be taken out of 
|the county. It was optional ior 
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the boroughs and urban _ districts 
to adopt Part ILI. They would 


adopt it when they could effect a saving 
in the rates and when they would 
secure financial relief. but they would 
not adopt it otherwise. The language 
used by his hon. friend was absolutely 
true in substance and detail. Under 
the clause as it stood, every fat urban 


district would be shut out of the 
county, and the county would be 
left not only with the poor rural 
districts, but with the poor urban 
districts as well. If the Amendment 


were not accepted, on the principle of 
the First Lord of the Treasury himself, 
the Bill was a failure, and, moreover, 
injustice would be done to the rate- 
payers. He thought that the Committee 
was entitled to some explanation from 
the right hon. Gentleman as to why he 
had abandoned his principle. 


Mr. W. D. GREEN (Wednesbury) said 
the hon. Member who had just spoken 
talked about killing the School Boards, 
but the Amendment proposed to kill 
the Town Councils in boroughs. He 
could not conceive how the Party opposite 
could possibly support the Amendment, 
because one of their principal points on 
the Second Reading was that the 
authority of the County Councils was so 
remote that it practi¢ally did not exist 
at all. The Amendment proposed to 
destroy the much nearer and _ closer 
control of the Town Councils in non- 
county boroughs. If they were to have 
local control over all elementary schools 
which should be really practical and 
active he thought it was wiser that 
they should trust the Town Councils 
than leave the control wholly in the 
hands of what had been called the re- 
moteCounty Councils. Thehon. Member 
for the London University, in his most 
interesting speech, said that what he 
was anxious about was that elementary 
education should be put on a broader 
He would ask the hon. Member, 
as a practical man, whether he would 
not be likely to get more efficiency in 
elementary education from a ‘Town 
Council than from a County Council, 
It would be a great slight on the smaller 
towns if they were not permitted to 
continue the control of their own primary 
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education, and he certainly hoped that 
the Government would not accept the 
Amendment. 


(9.58.) Stir WALTER FOSTER said 
that the hon. Member for South Islington 
had given examples of the admirable 
work of many of the smaller boroughs 
in connection with secondary education, 
He himself believed that it would he 
one of the most fatal things possible 
for the education of the country if they 
vere to check and discourage the interest 
which the smaller boroughs now took in 
the education of children; and nothing 
would discourage educational work in 
such places more than that it should be 
placed under the control of the County 
Councils. He maintained that in all 
cases where good educational work had 
heen done, and where the local authorities 
deserved consideration for that work, 
they should not be subjected to the 
authority of the County Council. 
The principle of one authority was 
a very good one, but the best principle 
might sometimes be ridden too hard, 
and he thought in that case his hon. 
friend was riding it too hard when he 
suggested interference with these smaller 
boroughs, which had done so much good 
work. The proviso was one of the 
most popular portions of the Bill. He 
believed it was regarded throughout 
the country, especially in active educa- 
tional centres, as the only redeeming 
feature of the Bill, and he hoped the 
Government would not be led by any 
pedantic desire to maintain the one 
authority principle to sacrifice these 
boroughs. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) 
said it would be in the recollection of the 
House that that was the rock on which 
the Bill of 1896 was shipwrecked. The 
matter was a complicated one and was 
still more complicated because they did 
not know what course the Government 
proposed to take on the question of 
option. If they knew definitely that 
every authority which would be charged 
with the duty of higher education would 
also be charged with the duty of primary 
education the consideration of the 
question would be simplitied. But it 
was in this proviso that the question of 
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option appeared in its most objectionable 
form. He wished to ask for some 
enlightenment as to the real meaning of 
the proviso. It was laid down that 
these smaller areas should be the 
authority under Part UL These 
authorities were, under the proviso, to 
be the authorities for elementary educa- 
tion, but in the first clause of Part III. it 
was stated that it should only apply where 
it had been formally adopted, so that 
he took it that although these smaller 
areas were to have the right to become 
authorities for elementary education 
they need not exercise that right. A 
peculiar position would then arise. A 
non-county borough which had the 
right to become an authority for elemen- 
tary education might allow that right to 
remain in abeyance, but it would not 
forfeit it, and could keep it in its hands, 
and it could be the concurrent authority 
for secondary education, without teach- 
ing elementary education at all. He 
wished to ask who would then be 
responsible for the education in the 
voluntary schools of these non-county 
boroughs where the right remained in 
abeyance. Obviously, a County Council 
could not take over a duty which a non- 
county borough might wish to discharge 
itself. Did it mean that until the right 
was exercised by the urban district or 
by the council of the non-county 
borough the School Board would continue 
in these areas. On the face of it, that 
was the position: and if that were the 
position, then he would draw attention 
to the fact that the voluntary schools in 
these districts would be left out in the 
cold altogether. In such cases the 
School Boards would not be abolished, 
because they were only to disappear 


when the new authorities became 
responsible for elementary education. 
Therefore, there might be an _ extra- 


ordinary complication. There might be 
a School Board, with the voluntary 
schools left out entirely, and a local 
authority possessing, but not exercising, 
the right of elementary education, while 
being the concurrent authority for 
secondary education. He had always 
felt that there was no logical argument 
to be adduced for drawing the line 
sharply at the county borough, ‘ihere 
were districts in the country quite as 
much entitled to local autonomy as the 
Mr. Ernest Gray. 
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county boroughs through population, 


strong local sentiment, and special 
history. Their geographical distribu- 


tion might demand that they should 
be specially dealt with, but that was 
not the way to deal with them. To 
treat non-county boroughs and urban 
districts in the manner proposed de- 
stroyed, to his mind, the whole prin- 
ciple of the Bill. He thought that 
the compromise which should be adopted 
was to make the area sufficiently large 
in order that it might satisfactorily 
discharge its obligations. If these large 
towns were to be entirely autonomous, if 
they were to levy their own rate, and to 
be their own authority for higher as well 
as for elementary education, he foresaw 
the perpetuation of the muddle they 
now had, and the perpetuation of friction 
in these areas between the two author- 
ities for higher education; and before 
the Committee stage of the Jill was 
over there would be a demand from 
the representatives of non-county 
boroughs that they should have their 
part of the grant for higher 
education placed in their own hands and 
cut clean away from the control of the 
County Councils. As an illustration of 
the practical difficulty, he would cite the 
case of North Staffordshire, to which the 
proviso would apply. He understood that 
the feeling in the Pottery districts was 
that the towns should le amalgamated, 
that they should not act independently 
for elementary or secondary education, but 
that they should act as one county borough 
having a population of about 500,000. 
But if the great Pottery towns were cut 
out as non-county boroughs, or urban 
districts, then he would ask the Govern- 
ment to picture to themselves the position 
which would prevail in the narrow strag- 
gling area of rural districts. Were there 
no village schools, were there no small 
towns, below the level of population, 
which ought to have some provision 
made for them in respect of secondary 
education ? Where did the children in 
these rural districts go? The railway 
lines naturally carried them into the large 
towns, but the large towns would be 
simply the concurrent authority with 
the penny rate, and would have no control 
over the county rate, which would be in 
the hands of the County Council. During 
the recess it was his fortune to be wander- 
ing about the Pottery district, and he 
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found that the overwhelming feeling was| upon it probably a very small propor- 


that the North 
should be treated, not by giving it control 
over elementary education with the power 
to merely tinker at secondary education, 
but that it should have the entire control 
of secondary education. He would urge 
on the First Lord of the Treasury as 


strongly as he could that the village | 


school was one of their great difficulties. 


Under the Bill it would be left entirely | 


stranded. The natural drift of the children 
was into the large towns, and these large 


towns should not be cut off, but should | 


be made to serve the necessities of the | 


surrounding rural districts. He thought 
the Committee ought to have some en- 
lightenment as to the position of the 
voluntary schools in these urban districts 
where the option was not exercised, 


and, unless there was a prospect of a| 


very considerable change in the proviso, 
and that definitely stated now, it would 
be his duty, on purely educational grounds, 
to vote for the Amendment. 


10.16.) Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, 
Louth) said it was somewhat refreshing to 
find an hon. Member opposite appealing to 
the Government for some enlightenment. 
As far as he was concerned, he did not 
fora moment intend to attempt to explain 
the logical sequence of the Bill, nor 
was it worth while to discuss whether 
the First Lord of the ‘Treasury had 
always expressed exactiy the same view. 
The hon. Member for East Mayo had 
pointed out that some of the religious 
denominations, notably the one to which 


he helonged, were not likely to get the 
same friendly recognition from local 
authorities as they would receive from 
the County Councils. He could not 


help feeling that if the control of the 
sectarian schools were relegated to the 
proposed nominated committees, appointed 


by the central county authority, they 


would be in worse hands than if con- 
trolled by the small borough and urban 
district authorities, who were popularly 
chosen. Speaking simply from the 
denominational point of view, he would 
far more readily expect fair treatment 
from the local authority than from the 
county authority, particularly in a county | 
such as he had the honour to represent, | 


where the county authority would have | 


Staffordshire district | tion of Nonconformists, while the local 


authorities would have a very large pro- 
portion. Whether he looked at the matter 
from the point of view of denominational 
schools connected with Nonconformity, or 
from the more important point of view 
of the enormous number of children of 
Nonconformists, who received their educa- 
tion in Anglican schools, he would 
infinitely rather entrust the ed cation 
of children to the authority proposed 
in this proviso, than to the tender 
mercies of inchoate committees, which 
would be set up under the Bill. More- 
over the parents of the children, who 
ought to be encouraged to take a 
greater interest in the education of their 
children, and local people who had 
hitherto taken an interest in School 
Board government, would have a greater 


opportunity of showing that interest 
and exercising the necessary control 
in connection with the smali local 
| authorities, than if the education of 
the children was entrusted to Com- 
mittees nominated by some distant 
authority with which they had very 


little concern. He should, therefore, 
feel obliged to vote against the Amend- 
ment. 


(10.25.) Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE 
said the County Councils did not 
object to the proposal made in the 
Bill, but regarded it more in the 
nature of a compromise. They 


recognised the desire of the Govern 
ment for economy, and so far as that 
desire was satistied without breaking up 
the present county system of higher 
‘dueation they would be most happy to 
assist in the work. But there was really 
a great distinction from the local Govern- 
ment point of view between secondary 
and elementary education. There was 
already a system of secondary education 
in the counties, and it was much more 
highly developed now than six years 
ago when this controversy last arose. 
He sincerely hoped that nothing would 
be done under this clause which would 
damage the existing system of secondary 
edueation. He thought that when the, 
came to elementary education, although 
the supervision of all education by one 
authority was desirable from an abstract 
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educational point of view, there was a 
great deal to be said for retaining the 
status quo in large towns. 


*Mr. HU MPHREYS-OW EN (Montgom- 
eryshire) said the objections raised as to 
the remoteness of the local authority 
could be got over by Amendments which 
must be introduced at a later stage in 
the Bill giving a certain amount of 
independent power to smaller bodies 
than County Councils. By that means 
the advantages both of local authorities 
and of central guidance would be re- 
tained. In Wales they had a complete 
organised system of secondary education 
working in comparatively small areas. 
In Montgomeryshire, for instance, in 
areas with populations of about 
8,000 to 1,200 in each, there were 
bodies which dealt with secondary edu- 
cation under the guidance of tie central 
county authority. The schools in Wales 
were largely recruited from tie ele- 
mentary schools, so that there was 
already the nucleus of an organisation 
which would deal with both secondary 
and elementary education in the county 
itself. If this proviso were allowed to 
stand, the apple of discord would certainly 
be thrown into the Welsh system be- 
tween the municipal authorities and the 
present education authorities, and on 
that ground, in addition to the general 
reasons which had been advanced, he 
hoped the Committee would pass the 
Amendment. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 8.) 
found it hard to follow the argument 
which had been used to show the incon- 
sistency of this proviso with the prin- 
ciple of the Bill. Whether that principle 
was wise or unwise, the proviso was an 
essential element in its application. 
The principle of the Bill was to take 
existing areas for municipal purposes, 


and make them areas for educational] 
purposes, and to make _ existing 
municipal authorities the educational 


authorities. If that principle were true 
in its application to counties and county 
seemed consistent that it 


should be applicable as well to large 


boroughs it 


boroughs within the area of the county, 


Mr. The nry Hobhhouse. 
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and large urban districts where there 
were elected authorities for the discharge 
of municipal duties. The hon. Member 
for Montgomeryshire seemed to confuse 
the idea of educational areas with that 
of educational authorities. The proviso 
did not propose to establish any new 
educational authority ; it simply took 
as the educational authority the Council 
elected in the area within which the Act 
was toapply. He failed to see anything 
inconsistent, confusing, or conflicting in 
that provision, and from the point of 
view from which he approached the 
question it was an exceedingly salutary 
provision, inasmuch as it was proposed 
to extend to what were distinctively 
urban populations, although they had 
not reached either in number or in 
dignity the position of county borouchs, 
exactly the same power of adopting the 
later provisions of the Bill as was given to 
county boroughs. As a borough re- 
presentative he way anxious to give the 
corporations and councils of boroughs 
of 10,000 and urban districts of over 
20,000 the power of adopting or re ect- 
ing thesections grouped under Part 
Ill. of the Bill. If the proviso remained, 
the Council of an urban district with a 
population of over 20.000, would have 
the power under Part III. of deciding to 
leave the School Boards untouched, and 
that was an enormous advantage. His 
constituency, being a County Borough, 
would probably leave the School Board 
in control of education, and, as a 
believer in School Boards, he desired to 
see that power extended to the larg 
urban districts. He should, therefore, 
vote against the Amendment. 
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(10.33.) Mr. BRYCE: No one ean have 
listened to this debate without feeling 
that the mover of the Amendment is 
upon absolutely secure logical ground, 
and that the logical ground on which 
the right Gentleman took his 
stand has completely crumbled undet 
his feet. We admired 
fervently than ever the ingenuity with 
which the First Lord has tried to say 
today exactly the opposite to what he 
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the purpose of killing the School 
Boards, but which, as soon as that act 
has been performed he throws away. 
Put when one is considering how to vote 
on this question, it is necessary to ask 
two questions. The first is, what is the 
value of this principle of one authority ? 
li I were able to agree with the hon. 
Member for the University of London, in 
the interesting and almost pathetic appeal 
he made to the First Lord, I should have 
to vote for the Amendment, but, as I 
have more than once said, | think this 
principle is not in the least fit to bear 
the weight which has been, laid upon it. 
It has become, to a great extent, a mere 
eatch-word, and it will not produce 
those great advantages which my hon. 
friend expects from it. The second 
question is this, even supposing the 
principle to be a sound one, are there not 
disadvantages attending the Amendment 
—in other words, advantages attending 
this proviso—which make it desirable to 
retain the proviso? There I fall back 
on what has been common ground for 
all of us on this side of the House, viz., 
that the principle of local control is vital 
for elementary education. I have always 
ielt that for secondary education you 
must have a large authority, but for 
elementary education a small authority 
is likely to be more effective. For 
reasons Which have been given over and 
over again, we think the County Council 
would be a bad authority for elementary 
education. Feeling that, I cannot doubt 
that the balance of argument is in favour 
of retaining the proviso. Of course, an 
a hoe authority would be far better, and 
all the arguments in favour of one 
authoritv lead to an ad hoe authority, 
but we have no chance of such an 
authority. These localities at present 
have the advantage of being managed 
by such Boards; the Bill proposes to 
give them not such Boards, but at any 
rate a local authority of their own, one 
which knows local needs, and which will 
be able to give an efficient supervision to 
the local schools. It has been suggested 
that the object proposed to be attained 
by the present proviso might be secured 
in some other way. It is conceivable 
that that might be done at a later stage 
in the Bill, but that, after all, is a bird 
in the bush, and I prefer to stick to the 
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bird in the hand which I have in this 
proviso. The hon. Member for North- 
West Ham pointed out quite conclusively 
the extreme inconveniences which would 
follow from the present scheme, and the 
moral I drew irom his argument was 
that we want a far greater adaptation of 
the Bill to different circumstances and 
classes. That also was the moral to be 
drawn from the remarks of the hon. 
Member for Montgomeryshire. There 
ought to be some provision for deal- 
ing with these different cases, and 
the hard and fast system which the 
Government has laid down is likely to 
nullify even the good effects which 
might be expected from their Bill. But 
for the reasons I have stated | am in the 
agreeable position of being able to give 
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the right hon. Gentleman a cordial 
support. 
(10.40.) Mr. SAMUEL EVANS 


said he had had great difficulty in 
deciding how to vote on this Amend- 
ment. He wished to know the opinion 
of the Vice-President as to whether the 
proviso in the Bill was dictated by 
political or educational reasons. If it 
was dictated by political reasons, as he 
was forced to believe from the silence of 
the right hon. Gentleman and of the 
First Lord of the Treasury, he would 
be against it; but if he could be per 
suaded that it was in the Bill because 
they were convinced that it would work 
more towards educational efficiency he 
would be in favour of it. The hon. 
Member for East Somerset had urged, 
on the present occasion, entirely ditfer- 
ent considerations from those he put 
forward on the previous day. He now 
threw over the one authority in order 
to have a compromise. Ii one thing 
was certain in connection with educa- 
tional Acts of Parliament, it was that 
compromises should be avoided, as far as 
possible. The compromise of 1870 was 
mainly responsible for the tangle they 
were now in. As he read that Bill, the 
education authority, whether in the 
small boroughs or the larger urban 
districts, would act through a Committee. 
If that was so, he was not sure whether 
they were not better off with the 
education authority, limited as it was 
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in the proviso, than with the County 
Council. Inasmuch as autonomy in mat- 
ters appertaining toelementary education, 
and concurrent authority in matters ap- 
pertaining to secondary education were 
being given to these smaller centres, the 
probability was that they would not act 
through an outside Committee, as the 
larger body, the County Council, would 
but would act through a Committee of 
their own body. ‘There was nothing in 
the Bill to prevent them appointing this 
Education Committee entirely from their 
own body. That was an argument in 
favour of this proviso. What they 
wanted was to get the interest of the 
people excited at once in favour of 
educational reform and efficiency. He 
remembered the difficulties in which the 
Government were placed in 1896 by the 
hon. Member for South Islington when 
they were all in favour of one authority. 
It was then proposed that municipal 
boroughs with 20,000 inhabitants should 
have autonomy, and that was conceded. 
Then the Government were asked to 
grant the same concession to urban 
districts, and, at that time, he himself 
pointed out that the only difference 
between the two cases was that in one 
they might have a mace and a town 
erier, and in the other they could not. 
There was no distinction at all to be made 
hetween the two cases. When that 
proposal was before the House in 1896. 
how was it met by the Government ? 
At that time the proposal was to extend 
this power to municipal boroughs of over 
20,000, and what was the argument of 
the Vice-President of the Council then ? 
The right hon. Gentleman was a man 
who understood this matter. In the 
discussion which took place in 1896 the 
Member for South Aberdeen made a 
remark on this point which was received 
with a good deal of irreverent laughter 
on the opposite side. What they desired 
at the present moment was to have the 
views of the Minister for Education stated 
in the House, and, if his views would 
show that the retention of this proviso 
would mean greater efficiency, he was 
ready to 1896 
the right hon. Gentleman argued that 
already there was a sufficient number 
of authorities under the Bill. Did 
the Vice-President of the Council 
Mr. Samuel Evans. 


support him. In 
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still think that the municipal boroughs 
and the urban councils, oi which he 
spoke in high praise in 1896, were the 
natural leaders in education in the 
county? If they were, it was doing a 
wrong to some counties to take away 
their natural leaders in education. The 
right hon. Gentleman had recently stated 
that he had learned a great deal since 
1896. That was one faculty among 
many others which enabled the right 
hon. Gentleman to fill with such ability 
the distinguished position he now 
occupied: he was willing tolearn. The 
one complaint which he had to make 
was that the right hon. Gentleman was 
not so willing to teach. He desired to 
learn also, and there was no one he 
would like better to teach him than the 
right hon. Gentleman: and if he would 
extend to them a little more of his 
learning, they would feel more grateful. 
He wished to remind the Committee of 
what the right hon. Gentleman said in 
the course of a later discussion in the 
debate of 1896 upon the question of the 
application of the principle of this 
proviso to urban districts of 20,000 
inhabitants. An Amendment to this 
effect was proposed on the 15th oi 
June, 1896. The right hon. Gentleman 
had fought against the extension oi 
educational autonomy to the boroughs, 
and, by reason of the concession made by 
the First Lord of the Treasury, against 
the advice of the Minister for Education, 
the Vice-President of the Council had 
something to say upon this point, and 
he declared himself against this proposil 
entirely. He thought the Committee had 
a right to know what had changed the 
mind of the Minister for Education, ior 
the same Minister had held office from 
1896 to the present time. At that time 
the right hon. Gentleman argued 
strenuously against the proposal which 
was now part of this Bill, and he said 

‘‘T laid all those reasons before the Com- 
mittee on Thursday last, but I am afraid that, 
even when dealing with Education Bills, 
political considerations have often as great a 
force as educational, and, although no one, I 
think, doulted the correctness of my arguments 
from the educational point of view, the great 
desire for independence and separation which 
animates—perhaps properly —animates—the 
smaller municipal committees of this country 
made it necessary that sixty-nine fresh 
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authorities should be let in, and sixty-nine 
fresh authorities were let ia on Thursday last. 
Now the present Amendment proposes to let 
in forty-nine more, and there are other pro- 
posals behind to still further increase the 
number. This is all very well for those who 
are enemies of this Bill, and who desire to see 
it brought to ruin. | ean understand their 
motives. But [ must ask those who are the 
friends of this Bill, and who desire to see it 
carried into law, to support me in declining to 
admit any more local authorities. It is quite 
obvious that what was a difficulty becomes, in 
such circumstances, an impossibility, and, 
hard as the task may be to carry out the Bill 
with the number of authorities that have 
already been put in, if forty-nine more are to 
he bronght in, and another dozen or so by sub- 
sequent Amendments, | think that dithculty 
becomes an impossibility ; therefore, | must 
ask the Committee to support me in trying 
to find reasons and distinctions for rejecting 
this Amendment.” 

That was the position in 1896, and if it 
was true that the right hon. Gentleman 
had learned a great deal since that time, 
he desired to know who had taught him 
the lesson, and was he now guided by 
political considerations, or had he come 
to the opinion that greater educational 
efficiency would be achieved by inserting 
this proviso in the Bill? Appeals had 
been made from the other side of the 
House that hon. Members should be 
allowed to give an open vote upon this 
matter. The hon. Member for North-West 
Ham had said that there were two opin- 
ions on the Opposition side of the House 
upon this matter. He would remind the 
right hon. Member that there were two 
opinions, and perhaps more, amongst hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, and unless, they had 
clean open voting, so that everybody 
would be able to express their own convic- 
tions, they had a right to know from the 
right hon. Gentleman whether’ he 
thought now that education would 
be made more efficient by the inclu- 
sion of this proviso. What was it that 
had since led him to change his mind? 
The hon. Member for North Camber- 
well had pointed out that “the plums” 
were being taken out of the counties. 
The First Lord of the Treasury had 
asserted that that was not true. In 
1896, however, the right hon. 
man expressed a different opinion as to 
the effect of taking out those boroughs, 
for he was then of opinion that if they 
took out those boroughs they would be 


taking out a good deal oj the ratable 


Gentle- 
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portion of the county, and to that extent 
they would be impoverishing the rest of 
the county. Under those circumstances, 
how were they to vote? He haé 
listened attentively to the speech ot 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Aberdeen upon this matter, 
and he had also listened equally carefully 
to the speech ,of the hon. Baronet 
the Member for Berwick. He had a 
great many leaders, but upon this 
matter he was inclined to follow the 
lead of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Aberdeen in these educa- 
tional matters, believing that the hon. 
Member for Berwick was less practical 
and more easily caught by the shibboleth 
of ‘one authority.” But the one county 
author ty for Rutland wasa very different 
thing to the Councils of the larger 
counties. What they ought to do in 
this matter was to look to the best 
centre they could yet for the efficient 
working of the educational machine. 
lf he held the opinion that, by giving to 
a County Council the entire control in 
the matter of elementary and secondary 
education, they would secure a more 
efficient authority, he should certainly 
support that view. It had been said 
that these authorities only had a penny 
rate to draw upon, but if they made it 
compulsory to levy a twopenny rate 
they might expect greater efficiency. In 
this bill they made it entirely optional 
on the part of the counties as to whether 
they should levy this twopenny rate, 
whereas in the municipalities they were 
much more ready to levy a penny rate 
than the counties would be to levy any 
rate at all. He had a great desire to 
hear the Vice-President of the Council 
upon this matter. [Ministerial cries of 
“No,no!”] It was all very well for hon. 
Members opposite to ery out ‘‘ No, no!” 
but what was the Minister for Education 
in the House for? They had a right to 
expect him to speak upon this matter, 
more especially as they had shown in the 
debate that the right hon. Gentleman 
was now going in the teeth of every 
word he said in the year 1896, That 
being so, he thought the Committee was 
entitled to the educational light and 
leading which no one could give better 
than the Vice-President of the Council. 
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Sik EDWARD GREY: Iam con- 
vinced that thosewho support the Amend- 
ment attach more importance to it from 
an educational point of view than the Gov- 
ernment do, and I do not know whether 
it is understood why so much importance 
is attached to it. Before a vote is taken, 
I would like to have a clear uuderstand- 
ing whether, supposing the Amendment 
is rejected and the words remain, it will 
be possible that the operation of the 
proviso would be attended in each case by 
the consent of the County Council. I ask 
for a ruling from the Chairman on this 
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*The CHAIRMAN: I will wait until I 
see the Amendment on the Paper. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I would ven- 
ture to appeal to the House to come 
to a conclusion. The hon. Gentleman 
opposite said we ought to ask ourselves 
two questions before we divide. I dare 
say we ought to ask ourselves two 
questions, and perhaps even more ; but 
let us, in heavens name, ask ourselves the 
questions in silence. 
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Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robson, Wi'liam Snowdon 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
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| Ropner, Colonel Robert 
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NOES. 


| Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue.,Stroud 
| Ashton, Thomas Gair 
| Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 


Thomas | 


Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E. R.) 
| Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
iW ilson, « John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (¢ ~ meanest 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES- 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Beaumont, Wentworth C. B 
Black, Alexander William 
| Blake, Edward 
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Boland, John 
Brunner,Sir John Tomlinson 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 


Jones, W illiam( 
Joyce, Michael 


Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, $ ) 
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Delany, William 
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Donelan, Captain A. 
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Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 
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Hardie,J.Keir( Merthyr Tydvil | O'Brien, P. J. ( 
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Hayden, John Patrick 


Moulton, John 


| Nolan, Joseph ( 
Norton, Capt. ¢ 


(11.25.) Mr. SAMUEL EVANS 
moved an Amendment with the view 
of omitting the population limit by 
which Councils of boroughs under 
10,000 are prevented from becoming the 
local education authority. This Amend- 
ment raised a question which was raised 
by the hon. Member for Islington in 1896. 
He asked why the 
drawn the line at 10,000 in the case 
of municipal boroughs. As illustrating 


how absolutely illogical the arrangement | 


would be, he stated what would happen 
in the case of a number of towns in 
Wales. In the county of Denbigh, under 


{COMMONS} 
| Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol,E. | O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
| Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham) | O’Malley, William 
| Humphreys-Owens, Arthur C. 
Caine, William Sproston | Joicey, Sir James 


Labouchere, Henry 


Leamy, Edmund 


| M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
Markham, Arthur Basil 


| Mooney, John J. 


Nannetti, Josey 


| O'Connor, James(Wicklow, W. | 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


Government had | 





Bill. 1372 


O’ Mara, James 
day rR P. J. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Priestly, Arthur 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
| Redmond, William (Clare) 
| Rickett, J. Compton 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
r. Mark A. Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Gordon Swift | Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
emiah Sullivan, Donal 
iam (Cornwall) | Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E. 
| Thomas,J A(Glamorg’n,Gowe1 
| Tomkinson, James 
| Tuke, Sir John Batty 
| Ure, Alexander 
| Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
| Young, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 


Carnarv’nshire 


Robert Pacy 


Fletcher 

yh P. 

Louth, South) 
‘ecil William 


O Brien, Kendal(Tipp’rary Mid | 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Dr. Macnamara and Mr 
Corrie Grant. 


Tipperary, N.) | 


in these towns, but when the population 
reached 10,000 they would at once come 
within the limit which would qualify them 
to be the authority for elementary educa- 
tion. Pontypridd, which had a population 
of about 19,000, had never been a 
municipal borough, but it was one of the 
most active and enlightened towns in 
South Wales. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page I, line 9, to leave out the word 
‘the’ and insert the word ‘any.’ ”—(Jr. 
Samuel Evans.) 


the decision which the House had just | 


come to, the capital town would not have 
autonomy. because it had under 10,000 
inhabitants; while Wrexham, which had 
over 12,000 
autonomy. Again, in 
narvon and Bangor, with just under 
10,000 inhabitants. One of those towns 
had been chosen as one of the centres for 
the three University colleges of Wales, 
and yet it would not have autonomy 
for elementary education. What would 
happen when, as was probable in a 
year or two, they passed the limit 
of population? It was proposed at 
present to give to the Couuty Council the 
whole control in the matter of education 


Question proposed, ‘‘That the word 
‘the’ stand part of the clause. 


inhabitants, would have | 
Carnarvonshire 
there were two important towns, Car- | 


_ (11.33.) THz PRESIDENT or THE 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. 
Water Lone, Bristol, 8.) said the 
Amendment proposed by the hon. 
‘and learned Gentleman asked the 
| Committee to proceed in an opposite 
| direction to the Amendment which 


|they discussed previous to the last 


| division. 


| Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he 
| voted with the Government in the last 
| division. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG ssaid_ he 
was glad the hon. Gentleman voted 


with the Government in that parti- 
cular It showed that the hon. 
Member held strong and decided opinions 
There were over 200 
800 and 900 
Some of them had a 


case. 
on both sides. 
boroughs and between 
urban districts. 
population which was very small indeed— 
from 800 to 1, 00. There was one borough 
with a population of only 1,000. The 
hon. Gentleman’s suggestion was that 
they could not logically define and draw 
a line for 10,000 for boroughs, and 
20,000 for urban districts. How were 
they to draw any lineat all? Inall kinds 
of legislation previously passed there had 
been concessions made in favour of old 
boroughs with a population of 10,000. 
The boroughs had autonomy now, and 
had a part in local government which 
was not occupied by urban districts, and 
the Government, in the Bill, were strictly 
following precedent in taking boroughs 
of 10,000 population, and in fixing a 
higher limit in regard to urban districts. 
The Amendment could not be accepted 
by the Government, as it would have 
the effect of destroying the principle of 
the Bill 


Councils. 


as applied to the County 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY said that 
the Amendment moved by his hon. friend 
was exactly the same as one which he 
himself had intended to submit to the Com- 
mittee. The First Lord of the Treasury 
had pointod out that those boroughs 
which had control over secondary educa- 
tion ought to have co-ordinate power over 
elementary education as well, and the 
insisted, ac- 


Amendment would, he 


complish that object. Surely, it did not 
make any great difference whether a 


borough had a population of 10,000 or 


{3 Jung 1902! 
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5,000. It seemed to him very hard 
indeed that, simply for the sake of 
enforcing a 10,000 limit, they should 
had 


enjoyed a corporate muncipal life tor 


destroy separate entities which 


centuries. He very strongly supported 
the Amendment. 


Mr. GEORGE LAMBERT said he had 
always maintained that the county author- 
ity was the best for secondary educaiton, 
but the best authority for elementary 
The Vice- 
who 


education was the boroughs. 
the 
one of the greatest authorities on educa- 
tion, had himself admitted that he was 
devotee at the shrine of 
Why should 


inhabitants 


President of Council, was 


not a one 


authority. boroughs of 
5,000 


same 


not be given the 


privileges as were granted to 
10,000 


some of these small boroughs lost the 


boroughs of inhabitants? — If 
control of their education, the high state 
of efficiency to which they had brought 
education in the towns would probably 
disappear. There was a borough in his 
own constituency which had endowments 
sufficient, with the Government grant, 
to maintain all the elementary schools ; 
and he asked how that borough would 


Would 


the borough lose its educational endow- 


stand if this clause were passed. 


ments, and at the same time be rated 


with the county? He strongly pressed 
on the Government to make the autho- 
rity for elementary education smaller, 
especially in the case of those munici- 
palities which had been for generations 
used to govern themselves. If education 
were to be made more efficient they must 
get closer to the parents, and that could 
better be done in the boroughs than in 
the counties. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said that the 
Amendment was one which deserved the 
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serious consideration of the Government, 
He had in his mind two boroughs—one 
would have an educational authority, and 
the other, only a few miles apart, would 
not, although the educational work done 
in the latter was at present probably 
that done in the former. 


better than 


‘COMMONS! 








He ventured to think that these smaller 


horoughs and urban district councils 
were as capable of supervising the work 
of elementary education as any larger 
authority could be, and, that if the work 
were entrusted to them, they could be 
safely relied upon to do it with a proper 
regard to the particular needs of the 
district. 


be drawn at a population of 10,000 ! 


Why should an arbitrary line | 


There was no reason why a borough with | 


9,000 inhabitants should net have the 
same educational advantages as a borough 


with 10,000. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he wanted 


to know what would happen when a 
borough with a population of 9,800 became 
Was 


it a fact that upon such a borough gain- 
10,000, it 


a borough with 10,000 inhabitants. 


ing a population of would 


immediately become invested — with 


autonomy. 


Sin JOHN BRUNNER said he wished | 


to ask whether a borough just under 


10,000, or an urban district just under | 


20,000, increased its population not only | 


by natural growth, but also by taking in 


any neighbouring districts, it would then | 


| of population ; 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the Goy- 
ernment had followed in this case the exact 
analogy of previous Acts, which prescribed 
a limit of population for certain things, 
They had not made it an in-and-out and 
varying but had based 


o 


arrangement, 


themselves upon the census of 1901. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: 


time? 


Is that for all 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes; that is 


the plan that has been sanctioned by 


Parliament. 


Mr. BRYCE said there was no doubt 
that there would be certain disadvantages 
in connection with fixing a certain limit 
but he thought that part 


suflicient 


| raised by his hon. friend was of 
importance to be made the subject of an 


Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the ques- 


tion would come up distinctly on a later 


clause, which laid down the very  prin- 


ciple he had just explained to the Com- 
| mittee. That would be the proper time 
jand place to raise the question as to 
whether the arrangement should be a 
permanent one, or should vary with a 


} 
| 
| varving of the population. 
| 
| 


(11.52.) Question put. 


obtain the privileges which were now to | 


be given to the larger boroughs and urban 


districts. 


The Committee divided : 
Noes, 91. (Division List No. 196). 


\YES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 


Mr. Herbert Lewis. 


) Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. | Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


| Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
| Auson, Sir William Reynell 


-Aves, 244; 
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Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forst~r, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Baltour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Capt C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W.(Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Ih. (Cork, 5.) 

Beach, Rt. Hon. Sir M. Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Bluudell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brymer, Wiiliam Ernest 

Ball, William James 
Buteser, Joun George 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
‘arson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
‘autley, Henry Strother 
‘avendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh.) 
ayzer, Sir Charles William 
ecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
‘ecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
hamberlain, Kt Hon.J.( Burm. 
‘hamberlain,J.Austen( Worer 
‘hapman, Edward 
harrington, Speneer 
hurehill, Winston Spencer 
oghill, Douglas Harry 
vilings, Re. Hoa. Jesse 
olomb,SirJohoCharles Ready 
‘ompton, Lord Alwyne 
‘orbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
‘orbett, PT. L. (Down No:th) 
‘ox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
ranborne, Viscount 

rean, Eugene 

‘ross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dairymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chathm 
De any, William 

Digby, Jolin K. D., Wingtield- 
Dillon, Jotun 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doulas, Rignt Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir Williain Theodore 
Durning-Lawrenee, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wim. Hart 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Firench, Peter 

Fineh, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Fredeneck William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fiynu, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, Wilham Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 
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Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans 
Gilhooly, James 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(TrH’mlets 
Gore, HonGRC Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesh’ry 
Greene, Sir EW(B rySEdm/’nds 
Greene,Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cainbs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Rt HonLoraG(Mid’x 
Hammond, John 

Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashfrd 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, Jolin Patrick 
Heath,James (Statfords,N. W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodze,RobertTrotter 
Higeginbottom, S. W. 
Hobnouse, Henry(Somerset,E.) 
Hope, J. F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Huiton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennaway. Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar(Glaszow) 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, Jolin Grant 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Lege, Col. Hon. Heneave 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long Col. CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol.s. 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Lundon, W. 

Lytrelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maecdona, John Cumming 
MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maelver, David (Liverpool) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Maconochie, A. W. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patriek A. 
M‘Iver.SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M:Kean, John 

M‘killop, James(Scirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H 
Manners, Lord Ceeil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W..J.H.( Dumfriessh 
Middlemore.JohnThrogmortw’ 
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Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morvan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morgan, Hn. Fred (Monm’tish. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArtharH.A.( Deptford) 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdizate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


O Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
(Malley, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Peel, Hn. Win. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

Perey, Earl 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


(Qduilter, Sir Cuthbert 


Randles. Jolin S. 

Rankin. Sir James 

Ratelitf, R. F. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (Greenock ) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M.W (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rr. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. 1. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Rutherford, John 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seelv,Charles Hilton (Lineoln) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart.Sir MarkJ. M*Tageart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir Jolin M. 
Stock, Jaraes Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Dona} 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 








Isi9 Adjournment of 
Talbot, Rt.Hn..J.G(Oxf dUniv. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. Sir CEH (Sheftield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.CE(Taunton | 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue. Stroud | 
Asher, Alexander 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. Bb. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, ‘Thomas Doliing 
Broadhurst, Henry. 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) | 
Brvee, Rt. Hon. James 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Craigv. Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dowar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
I 
I 
I 
i 
1 
1 


ilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles — | 
unean, J. Hastings 
: , ; 
Sdwards, Frank 
lis, Jolin Edwatre 
J 1 
‘vans. SirFraneisH( Maidstone | 
oster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F 
Gladstone, RtHn. Herbert John | 
i:oddard, Daniel Ford 
Corrie 


(rant 


it being after Midnight, 
it the Chair to make | 


House 


Committee report progress ; to sit of London"for th 
ean tomorrow (atternoon sitting). all expenses 





| Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 


| M‘Kenna, Reginald 


| Norman, Henry 


the Chairman 
his Report to the 
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Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. Ashton-und-Lyne 
Whitmore, ¢harles Algernon 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R.) | 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) | 
Wilson,.J. W.(Worcestersh.,N. | 


NOES. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil | 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


| Joicey, Sir James 


Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Labouchere, Henry 


Layland-Bariatt, Francis 


| Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 


Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Manrice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Louch, Thomas 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 





Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) | 
Price, Robert Jolin 
Priestly, Arthur 
Rea, LKussell 

Riekett, J. Compton 


Richard 


Rige, 


General 


session to enal 


Creneral to acquire 


all sums payable by 


under 
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Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


Robson, William Snowdon 
Rollit. Sir Albert Kaye 
Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick P.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, RtHn.C. R( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 


} Tennant, Harold John 


Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan. E. 


| Thomas, David Arthur(Mertl’r 


Thomas,J A(Glamorgan.Gow’r 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
| White. George 


Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York. E.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
| Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 


Wilson, Jobn (Durham, Mid.) 


rué& Nors- 
ivans and 
ard Strachey. 


TELLERS FOR 
Mr. Samuel 


Sir Edv 


the Postmaster 


any Act of the present 


ile His Majesty’s Postmastet 


lands in the County 
e Public Service, and otf 


incurred in carrying into 


effect the provisions of such Act.” 


POST OFFICE SITES (EXPENSES)— 


REPORT. 


Resolution 


Resolution reported: “ That it is ex- 


peadient 


to authorise the payment, out of 


moneys to be prov ided by P 


arliament, of | 


Adjourned 


agreed to. 


at ten minutes after 
Twelve oeclock. 
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Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Wednesday, 17), June, 1902. 


PIIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BEXHILL AND ROTHERFLELD 
WAY (ABANDONMENT) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 1°, 
and referred to the Examiners. 
CHIGWELL, LOUGHTON, AND 
FORD GAS BILL [HLL], 
SCOTTISH EQUITABLE LIFE ASSUR- 
ANCE SOCIETY BILL [4.1]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


WOOD- 


Ay soryye per 


ABERCARN URBAN DISTRICT 
BILL [u.1.}. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
: That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, no 
parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
: Table. The orders made on the 20th of 
March and the 15th of May last dis 
: charged, and Bill committed. 


1 GAS 
I 


tte 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—GRANT TO 
LORD KITCHENER—MESSAGE FROM 
: THE KING. 

Delivered by the Lord Privy Seal 
(M. Salishury), and read by his Lordship, 


as follows— 


of «8 


EDWARD Rex, 
His Majesty, taking into considera- 
tion the eiinent services rendered by 
Lieutenant-General Lord Kitchener 


. 
 6©6SEonof Khartoum, G.C.B., G.C.M.G., 
fF Commander-in-Chief of His Majesty’s 
Forces in South Africa, and being 
desirous, in recognition of such 
’ services, to confer upon him some 
: 


signal mark of His favour, recom- 
mends to the House of Lords that 
they should concur in granting Lord 
Kitchener thesum of Fifty thousand 
pounds. 


Ordered, that the said Message be 
taken into consideration ‘Tomorrow. 


House adjourned at halfpast Four- 
o clock, till tomorrow, a quarter- 
past Four o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
I] ednesday, 4th June, 1902. 


Business, 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 

CITY OF LONDON (STREETS) BILL. 


Read the third 
[New Title. | 


time, and 


passed. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY 


As amended, considered ; 
the third time. 


to be read 


LONDON, TILBURY, AND 

RAILWAY BILL. 

As amended, considered; A Clause 

added; Amendments made; Bill to be 
read the third time. 


SOUTHEND 


SWINDON UNITED GAS BILL [Lorps]. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


NORTHUMBERLAND ELECTRIC TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [{[Lorps}. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


LAND DRAINAGE PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL. 
As amended, considered : 
the third time tomorrow. 


to be read 


IMPERIAL INSTITUTE BILL (Lorps|. 
Read the first 
the Examiners of 


Bills. 


referred to 
for Private 


time ; and 
Petitions 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 8). 

Mr. Compton RicKETT reported from 
the Committee on Group 8 of Railway 
Bills; That the parties promoting the 

3E 








(dime stious. 


London United Tramways Bill had stated 
that the evidence of Mr. William Samuel 
Bond of Wimbledon, Surrey, 
to their ease ; and, it having been proved 
that his attendance could not be procured 
without the intervention of the House, he 
had been instructed to move that the said 
William Samuel Bond do attend the said 
Eleven of the 


was essential 


Committee tomorrow, at 
clock. 
Ordered, 
attend the 
Railway Bills tomorrow, 


cl wk, 


That William Samuel Bond do 
Committee on Group > of 
at Eleven of the 


CORPORATION 
NERAL POWERS) BILL. 

with Amendments ; Report 
Table, and to be printed. 


MANCHESTEI! 
(GE 
Reported, 


to lie upon the 


PETITIONS. 


BURGH POLICE AND PUBLIC HEALTH 
(SCOTLAND) BLLL. 
Petition from Nairn, against; to lie 


upon the Table. 
EDUCATLION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

From Upper Cum- 
Roothing ; Mother- 
Shettield 


Petitions against ; 
berworth; White 


well; Bakewell; Griffvdam ; 
(two): Heekmondwike; and Brondes- 
burv : to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petitions for alteration; From Armley 
(two): East Hunslet; Leeds; and 
Dundee : to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION. 
alteration 


ELEMENTARY 
Petition from Halifax, for 
ofjlaw ; to lie upon the Table. 
LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 

;. Three Petitions trom London, 


inquiry into the compulsory system of 
to lie upon the T: able. 


for 


registration ; 


LICENSING BILL. 
Petition from Manchester, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON WATER BILL. 


Petition from Stoke Newington, in 
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t 


sroposed Water Board : 
pro} 





Questions. 


the 
tu lie upon the 


he Metropolitan Boroughs upon 


Table. 


MARRIAGE 


« 


' 


and, 


WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 
against: From 

to lie upon the 


Snelland : 


Table. 


Petitions 
Mancbester ; 


IN COXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Bethnal Green, in favour : 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF 


VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS BILL, 


Petition from Rugby. in favour ; to lie 


upon the Table. 


RETURNS REPORTS, ETC. 


EAST INDIA (INDIA OFFICE, RETIRE 
MENT AT Oe 
Return [presented 


printed. [No. 200. | 


Bid June | to be 


RAILWAYS ABANDONED. 

Copy presented of Report by the Board 
of ‘Trade respecting the Great Northern 
Railway (No. 2) sill and the objects 
thereot [pursuant to Standing Order 
L58A]; referred to the Committee 


the Bill. 


on 


ES ACTS, STI to L889, ABSENCE 
LICENCE OF INMATES OF 
TEDINEBRIATES REFORMA 


TOR IES). 

Copy presented of Regulation made by 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, in pursuance of Section 6 
of the Inebriates Act, 1898 respecting 
the absence under of inmates 
of certified Inebriate Reformatories [by 
Act}; to lie upon the Table. s, 


licence 


DESTRUCTIVE 

Copy presented of an Order dated the 
31st May, 1902, relative to the Colorado 
Beetle [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


INSECTS ACT. 1877. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS. 
CIRCULATED IWITHW THE VOTES. 


Poultry Breeding in the Island of Lewis. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty}: To 
ask the Lord Advocate if the Congested 


favour of the direct representation of Districts Board will make inquiries with 
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]559 (uestions, 
aview to ascertain whether the efforts 
which have been made by the Board to 
encourage and improve the breed of 
poultry in the Island o: Lewis have 
resulted in an increased number of eggs 
and poultry being sent to market. 


y 

(4nswer.) The Congested Districts 
Board cannot at present give a definite 
reply to the point referred to by the hon. 
Member, but hope to be able to deal with 
it in their next Annual Report.—(Scottish 
Oiftice.) 


Avoch Channel Lights. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether the proposed 
scheme for four lighted buoys and one 
lighted beacon for marking the channel 
off Avoeh, Ross-shire, has yet 
sanctioned ; and, if so can he say 
the work will be commenced. 


been 
when 


(.fuseer.) Lunderstand that it is agreed 
that the proposed works would be of 
service to the locality, and I have no 
doubt they will be undertaken when 
circumstances permit. But there is s 
much pressure upon the finances of the 
General Lighthouse Fund tor payment 
for urgent works of more use to the 
shipping trade generally thet I cannot 
promise that the expense for the lighting 
of this channel will be sanctioned during 
the present financial year.—( bord of 
Trade.) 


Registered Telegraphic Addresses. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post 
master General, in view of the ditticulty 
experienced by the public in securing a 
recistered abbreviated telegraphic address 
in London in consequence Of most suit- 
able words having already been appropri- 
ated, will the Postmaster General state 
the number of addresses now registered 
in London and in the provinces respec- 
tively, and, seeing that the present charge 
is only one guinea per annum, will he say 
whether he has yet decided to increase 
it, 


(Answer.) The number of telegraphic 
addresses registered by the Post Office is 
95,048 in London and 39,267 in the 
provinces. The Postmaster General has 
not decided to increase the present 
charge. —(Treasury.) 


(4 JUNE 1902} 


1386 


(Ouestions. 


Steam Engines and Boilers—Persons in 
charge. 

Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.): 
Toask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
been drawn to an_ aceident which 
happened at New Shildon Colliery, 
Durham, on the 17th instant, by which 
a shaftsman lost his life: whether he is 
aware that the coroner's jury asked the 
coroner to intimate to the employers that 
they did not consider the engineman a 
competent person ; and whether he will 
take inte consideration the advisability 
of arranging for persons in charge of 
engines and boilers to pass an examina- 
tion, and obtain certificates of competency 
before they are allowed to fill such 
positions. 


(.dnsuer.) 1 have received from the 
inspector a report of this accident, and 
I find that, as stated in the Question, the 
coroner's jury expressed an opinion that 
the engineman was not competent. On 
the last part of the Question IT must re- 
fer the hon. Member to the Report of 
the Select Committee of this House, which 
sat last session, on the Steam Engines and 
Boilers (Persons in Charge) Bill. That 
Committee, after full inquiry, came to 
the conclusion, for various considera- 
tions (including the fact that accidents 
due to the carelessness or incompetence 
of persons in charge of engines and boilers 
are few), that the legislation which would 
he required to carry out the hon. Mem- 
ber’s suggestion was unnecessary.—( [Joi 
Oifiee,) 


Firing on Battleships—Captain Percy 
Scott’s Apparatus. 

Mr. JOHN HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
Richmond): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether his attention has been 
directed to the efficiency of the shooting 
of His Majesty's Ships “ Barfleur,” and 
Terrible,” obtained under the system 
of instruction invented by Captain Perey 
Seott, C.B., of H.M.S. “'‘Lerrible”: 
whether the Admiralty will issue Captain 
Scotts models and apparatus to other 
ships in the Navy, so as to have the 
system thoroughly tried and reported 
upon. 


(Answer.) The Admiralty is fully 
acquainted with the excellent results of 
the firing on H.M.S. “Barfleur” and 
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“Terrible,” and with the still better 
results recently obtained on board H.MLS. 
“Crescent” on the North American 
Station. The Admiralty have recognised 
the desirability of extending the use of 
Captain Scott's system, and have taken 
the necessary steps to supply the appar- 
atus to such an extent as may be 
necessary. (Admiralty) 


Cooper's Hill Engineers. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether, since the latest dispatches 
relating to the case of the senior 
Cooper's Hills engineers presented last 
year, and the India Office despatch to 
the Government of India, P.W., 214, 9th 
June, 1901, any further communication 
on the subject has been received from 
the Government of India; and if so, 
whether he is prepared to lay a copy of 
it upon the Table. 


(.dnswer.) Some correspondence on a 
point of procedure, connected with the 
subject of this Question, has passed 


(COMMONS! 


between myself andthe Government of. 


India, since the despatches to which the 
hon. Member refers were presented ; but 
this correspondence has no bearing on 
the merits of the case, and I do not 
propose to lay itton the Table.—(/udia 
Oyfice.) 


Sir SEYMOUR KING: To ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether he 
is now prepared to lay upon the Table 
of the House the following despatches 
relating to the case of the senior Cooper’s 
Hill engineers, viz.: Despatch from the 
Government of India, No. 15, Publie 
Works, dated 28th January, 1890 ; also 
copy of Sir George Chesney's Minute, 
written in 1890, referred to in that 
despatch; and Government of India’s 
Despatch, No. 10, dated 30th Mareh, 
1899, covering memorials from Mr. A. 
S. Russell and others. 

(Answer.) I laid upon the Table last 
year Copies ot a Correspondence con- 
taining the final decision of the 
Secretary of State in Council upon the 
subject to which my hon. — friend’s 
(Juestion refers. These Papers contain 
a full statement of the case of the 
engineers and the decision of the 
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Government. There has been no subse- 
quent correspondence which in any way 
relates to the merits of the case, and | 
do not propose to lay upon the Table 
any papers antecedent in date to those 
which have already published. 
—(India Office.) 


been 


Scotch and Irish Law Officers and 
Private Practice. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): To ask Mr 
Attorney General tor Ireland whether 
he can cite the precedents in Scotland 
and Ireland for a Law Officer of the 
Crown acting as counsel for one of the 
parties in an election petition matter 
where charges of corrupt and _ illegal 
practices were alleged in the petition. 


(.Answer.) Cases are not reported on 
such points as these. I could not, 
therefore, possibly answer the Question 
without having first searched the records 
of the Courts in both countries, since the 
passing of the Municipal Corporations 
Act of 1882. These records are as open 
to the hon. Member as to me, and jl 
submit | am not, therefore, called upon 
to undertake the duty of obtaining the 
information he desires.—(/rish Office.) 


Cost of Irish Police Prosecutions. 

Mr. DILLON: To ask the Chiet 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he will state what was 
the total cost of the recent prosecutions 
at Ballinaford. County Roscommon, in- 
cluding cost of moving police ; and who 
was responsible for ordering prosecu- 
tions under the Criminal Law and 
Procedure Act in these cases. 


(Answer.) The prosecutions were ordered 
by the Executive Government acting 
upon the advice of the Law Officers. 
The expenses amounted to £24 1s. 
—/( Trish Office .) 


Roman Catholic Female Inspectors for 
Irish Workhouses. 


Carraiy DONELAN (Cork Co., E): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether. in view 
of the fact that a large proportion of the 
Roman Catholic inmates of Irish unions 
are females, the desirability of appointing 
a Roman Catholie lady inspector of work- 
houses in Ireland will be favourably 
considered. 
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(duswer.) As at present advised, I do 
not consider that any necessity exists for 
ippointing a female inspector of work- 
houses. The Local Government Board 
has recently appointed two additional 
medical inspectors for workhouses, both 
of whom, it is understood, are Roman 
Catholies. Of the entire inspectorate on 
the Board’s establishment, seven are be- 
lieved to belong to that religion. (/ris 


“iffice.) 


Irish Law Officers and Private Practice. 

Mr. DILLON : Toask the Chief Secre- 
tary tothe Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that the Agriculture 
and Industries Department in Lretand, in 
posing the Private bill before Parlia- 
ment of the Dublin Port and Docks 
Board, had been advised by the Solicitor 
General tor [reland, and that the Solicitor 
General atterwards was the leading coun- 
sel for the promoters of the Bill before 
the Committee of the House; can he 
explain why this was permitted; and 
will he take any steps to see that this is 
not repeated. 


(dusivr.) The lon. Member has been 
misinformed, The Solicitor-General has 
never advised the new Department in 
respect of this measure, either directly 
indirectly. Nor was he at any time 
nvited to do so.—(/rish Office.) 


Epping Forest Rifle Range. 

Mr. DD. A. THOMAS — (Merthyr 
Pydvil): Toask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Othice if he will state the «rounds 
ipon which in 1900 the War Office, in 
the interests of the public safety, reported 
against the proposal of the Corporation 
to reopen the disused rifle range in 
Epping Forest; if he will state the length 
1 the range and the distance at which 
the public roads cross the danger zone 
behind the stopbutt. 


(Lusirer.) The range was not considered 
suitable for use, as two very much used 
roads crossed the danger zone, one at 
600 and another at 1,000 yards behind 
the stopbutt. The tratte on these roads 
is so considerable that it was held to be 
impossible to stop firing while people 
passed. The range was originally x00 


yards, but was used latterly to 600 
\ ards. —(/Vur Oifice.) 
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South African War —Publication of 
Despatches. 

CoLonNEL LEGGE (St. 
Hanover Square): To ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he will publish 
the whole of the despatches relative to 
the operations in South Africa up to the 
29th November, 1900, the date of the 
promotion of ofticers for service in the 
tield under Lord Roberts. 


- ; 
George 3 


(Ausuer.) TL am not in a position to 
make a statement on this subject at 
present, but | hardly think the date 
suggested could be adopted in any case. 
(War Office.) 


Volunteers Camping Accommodation. 

Mr. MUNTZ (Warwickshire, Tam 
worth): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether his attention has been called 
to the fact that Volunteers when under 
canvas receive no payment, and are 
accommodated ten in a tent, and sleep 
on the ground without beds or flooring : 
and, seeing that Yeomanry while under 
canvas receive pay at the rate of 5s. per 
day, and have beds and flooring in their 
tents, and an allowance of £5 each fora 
horse; whether he will take steps to pro 
vide that Volunteers have the same treat 
ment as the other branch of His Majesty's 


service. 


(duswver.) Volunteers are accommo- 
dated eight in a tent, or ten when in 
camp with the regular forces, the normal 
period for Volunteer encampment being 
six days only. Yeomanry are accommnio- 
dated six in a tent, their normal period 
of encampment being for eighteen days, 
As regards bedding, waterproof sheets 
and wooden tent bottoms, the two forces 
are treated alike. As regards payvinent, 
a Volunteer corps receives a minimiun 
allowance of 2s. 6d. a day for every 
volunteer under canvas, out of which the 
Commanding Officer may make payments 
to the men.—-(/ur Office.) 


South African War—Transport Arrange 
ments for Return of the Troops. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War if, in making arrangements tor 
the return of the troops from South 
Africa, he will invits tenders from all 
shipowners capable of undertaking the 
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transport service, and impose such con- 
ditions as to accommodation and rations 
as will tend to secure the health and 


comfort of the men. 


(nsuvr.) A number of transports are 
already at the disposal of the Admiralty, 
and can be employed on the service of 
bringing home troops from South Africa. 
Should additional ships he required, only 
vessels belonging to lines capable of satis- 
factorily carrying out transport work will 
The hon. Member may rest 
assured that everything practicable will 
be done to ensure the health and comfort 
of the men on the vovage.—(.d/mira/ty.) 


be engaged, 


Coronation Processions Facilities for 
Provincial Voiunteers. 

Mr. LOWE (Birmingham, Edgbaston) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will explain why any Volun- 
teers from outside London were invited 
to come up for the Coronation ceremonies 
when their services were not required ; 
and whether, in view of the fact that 
many of these Volunteers have recently 
returned from South Africa, and have 
specially distinguished themselves there, 
he will explain why they have been 
asked to be present as mere spectators, 
and why they are to be treated in a 
different manner to other branches of the 
Service. 


(.fuswer.) The invitation was intended 
as a compliment to the Volunteers, afford 
ing them an opportunity of being repre- 
sented at the Coronation. The arrange- 
ments for them are practically the same 
as for the Yeomanry, and are in accord- 
ance with the precedent of the Jubilee. 
(War Offier.) 

SOUTH AFRICAN WAR-—-GRANT TO 
LORD KITCHENER—MESSAGE FROM 
THE KING. 

(2.15.) Ture FIRST LORD or THE 
TREASURY (Mr. A J. Batrour, Man- 
chester, E.) at the Bar, acquainted the 
House that he had a message from His 
Majesty the King, signed with His 
Majesty’s own hand, and he presented 
the same to the House, and it was read 
by Mr. Speaker (al! the Members being 
uncovered), and is as followeth— 

Epwarp REx. 

His Majesty, taking into considera- 
tion the eminent services rendered by 
Lieutenant-General Lord Kitchener 


{COMMONS} 
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of Khartoum, G.C.B., G.C.M.G., 
Commander-in-Chief of His Majesty's 
Forees in South Africa, and being 
desirous, in recognition of such ser 
vices, to con’er upon him som 
signal mark of his favour, reeom- 
mends to His faithiul Commons 
that he should be enabled to grant 
Lord Kitchener the sum of fifty 
thousand pounds. 


Ordered, That His Majesty’s most 
gracious message be referred to. the 
Committee of Supply. — (ir. a. J. 
Balfour. ) 


Several cries of ‘* No’ were raised on 


the Nationalist Benches. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: | have already col- 


lected the voices. 


Mr. DILLON: The moment you put 
the (Question I said “ No.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): And so did many of us. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: No such 
reached my ear until after I had col- 
lected the opinion of the House. The 
Clerk will now proceed to read the 
Orders ot the day. 


sound 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: We will 


oppose it when the time comes. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 


S.): Aye, tooth and nail. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE 
SOUTH AFRICAN SETTLEMENT 
EFFECT ON NATIONAL FINANCES. 
Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 

mouthshire, W.): We have been in- 
formed that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer is to make a statement on 
the financial condition of the country 
on the Loan Bill tonight, and I would 
like to suggest that, after the right hon. 
Gentleman has made his statement, he 
should adjourn the discussion on the 
Loan Bill, so that the House may bave 
an opportunity of discussing that state- 
ment with its bearings on the Finance 
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Bill. Not only the question of the 
loans, but the question of taxation also 
will probably be very much affected. 
The Budget provides for the continua- 
tion of the war; but the situation has 
now entirely changed. It is obviously 
a matter that will require a great deal 
of consideration, and | hope that, as 
the Third Reading of the Loan Bill 
affords the only opportunity on which 
the House can discuss the matter, the 
right hon. Gentleman will accede to 
my suggestion, so that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer’s statement may be 
liscussed, and, if necessary, an Amend- 
ment moved. 


“Toe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beracu, 
Bristol, W.): What LI had intended to 
do was to put shortly before the 
House what the necessities of the 
tinancial situation may be on account 
of the termination of the war. ‘That 
cannot involve the smallest change in 
the Loan Bill; it might involve a change 
in the Tax Bill. But the right hon. 
Gentleman will have three days to con- 
sider any effect which it has on the 
Tax Bill be‘ore the Tax Bill is proceeded 
with. Perhaps I may tell the House 
trankly that { propose to continue the 
two additional taxes still remaining in 
the Finance Bill. I will state my reasons 
tor doing so this evening. I cannot, 
ot course, on that statement argue the 
merits of those taxes; that will be 
arguable on the Finance Bill, and the 
time will then come for any hon. Mem- 
bers who object to the continuance of 
those taxes to give their reasons for 
their rejection, and for me to defend 
tay proposals. So tar as the Loan Bill 
is concerned, the money has been bor- 
rowed. It will be required for the 
service of the State for the first nine 
months of the year, and any surplus 
alter the expiry of those nine months 
will be proposed to be devoted to the 
redemption of the debt. I see nothing 
to justify the postponement of the Loan 
Bill, because under no circumstances 
can the proposal as to increased taxa- 
tion be discussed on the Loan Bill. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Can such an Amendment be moved on 
the Loan Bill ? 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: It would not be in 
order to discuss the merits of taxes 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has stated he does not intend to with. 
draw. When the Government ask tor 
a loan of £32,000,000, it is, of course, 
competent for hon. Members to use 
arguments to show that it is not neces- 
sary to raise that sum. 


*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH: I ean only 
just observe that the money has been 
raised. 

Form of “Self-Government” promised 

to Boers. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg toask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether any definition of the term “ =elf- 
government,” as used in the Peace Agree- 
ment, was asked by or given to the Boer 
leaders; and what is to be the constitu- 
tion of the civil government which is 
to follow military administration. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): (1.) The answer is in 
the negative. (2.) I am not yet in a 
position to make any statement on this 
point. 


Transvaal Mines and War Taxation. 

Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER (Cumber- 
land, Eskdale) : I beg toask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether Clause 
9 of the Agreement as to the terms of 
surrender precludes the imposition of 
special taxation upon the mineral 
property in the Transvaal and Orange 
River Colonies for the purpose of defray- 
ing the expenses of the war. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The answer 


is in the negative. 


Cape Colony Government. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
tusheliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary ot 
State for the Colonies whether the extract 
given in Despatch No. 21 of Parliamentary 
Paper [Cd. 1096], as to the views of the 
Cape Government with respect to the 
treatment of British subjects of Cape 
Colony in the field or captured since 
12th April 1901, formed part of a 
telegram or despatch, and what was its 
date; whether it represents the view of 
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the Cape Ministry as a whole, or of a 
majority of its members ; whether any 
of the Cape Ministers have recently 
resigned, and, if so, who; and of whom 
does the Cape Ministry now consist. 


Me. J. CHAMBERLAIN: (1.) The 
extract formed part of a telegram dated 
4th May. The minute of the CapeGovern- 
ment has now been received by despatch. 
(2.) The Minute has been communicated 
to the Governor as the expression of the 
view of the Cape Ministry as a whole. 
(3). Dr. Smart, Commissioner of Public 
Works, resigned last week. No addition 
has been made to the personnel of the 
Ministry in consequence. It consists of Sir 
J.Gordon Sprigg, Treasurer and Premier ; 
Sir P. Faure, Colonial Secretary; Mr. 
Dougald, Commissioner of Public Works ; 
Mr. J. Frost, Minister for Agriculture ; 
Mr. T. L. Graham, Attorney General. 


Revenues of the Annexed Territories. 
Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he will lay upon the Table of 
the House a detailed statement of 
the revenue for the last financial year, 
and the estimated revenue for the 
current financial year of the newly 
annexed territories in South Africa, 
distinguishing those portions of the 
revenue which are due to the expendi- 
ture of money voted by the House of 
Commons. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I expect 
that before the end of the Session 
we shall be in a position to give 
detailed statements on this matter, 
but they are not available at present, as 
the financial year of the Transvaal and 
Orange River Colony begins on July 
Ist, so that the accounts for this 
vear cannot be yet completed. The 
only part of the revenue derived 
from money voted by the House of 
Commons would arise from such part 
of the grant-in-aid of last July for 
£1,500,000, as may be required to make 
up any deficiency in the local revenue. 
The importations of stores for military 
or public purposes appear to be free 
from Customs duties—and any Railway 
receipts are taken by the 
who work the lines. 


military 
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South African Expenditure. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, 
before proceeding further with the 
Finance Bill or the Loan Bill, he will 
lay upon the Table of the House a 
revised estimate of the expenditure, 
military and civil, connected with South 
Africa for the current financial year. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I shall make 


a statement tonight on this subject. 


The Kitchener-Botha Negotiations in 1901. 

Mr. BLACK: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
he will now print and circulate to 
Members the written communications 
received from Lord Kitchener, giving 
an account of his negotiations with 
General Botha in February and March, 
1901, and commenting on the result of 
these negotiations. 


The FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STAncey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): My right 
hon. friend does not propose to add to 
the Papers published last vear on this 
subject. 


Mr. BLACK: Is the noble lord 
aware that the Secretary of State tor 
War promised to publish these Papers 
on the Ist April, 1901 7 


Lorp STANLEY: | am only aware 
that my right hon. friend does not 
propose to add to the Papers publislied 
last year. 


Mr. BLACK: After his promise. 


Corn Duties. 

*Mr. MCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): [beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether, having regard to the pro- 
clamation of peace, he will now consider 
the advisability of not proceeding further 
with the proposed duties on grain. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The financial 
situation would not seem to justify the 
course suggested by the hon. Member. 


*Mr. M‘CRAE: May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether his answer 
implies that he does not consider the 
corn duty a war tax ? 
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Questions, 

*sSin M. HICKS BEACH: I 
make a statement upon that at a later 
period. 


a 


Sale of Addington Park. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN 
gomeryshire): IL beg to ask 
Member tor West Salford, as Church 
Estates Commissioner, what was the 
amount realised by the sale of Addington, 
and what sums the Ecclesiastical Com mis- 
sioners have spent, or propose to spend, on 
the provision of an archi-episcopal resi 
dence at Canterbury ; what was the sum 
expended on the purchase of the 
present residence of the Bishop of 
Rochester; and whether the Ecelesi- 
astical Commissioners have given their 
sanction to the allocation of £15,000 
to the purchase and maintenance of a 


(Mont- 
the hon. 


fresh residence for the Bishop of 
Rochester in the event of the creation 
f the Diocese of Southwark: and 
whether they have had any corres- 


pondence with the Bishop of Rochester 
on the subject; and, if so, what has 
been the nature of such correspondence. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY 
COMMISSIONER (AMIr. LEES KNOWLES, 


Salford, W.):; Addington Park was 
sold for £45,000. With the interest 
on the sums from time to time 


remaining in the Commissioners’ hands, 
and the addition of the amount paid 
over by the Archbishop of Canter- 
bury in respect of dilapidations accrued 
at the time of the sale, and after 
deducting the amount of mortgage upon 
the property which had to be discharged, 
the amount available for the provision 
of a new archi-episcopal residence has been 
about £49,000. On the acquisition of the 
site at Canterbury and the erection of the 


new resid-nce, there has been expended | 


nearly £27,000, and the outstanding 
accounts amount to some £3,000. The 


sum expended out of the proceeds of the | 


sale of Danbury Palace upon the provision 
ot the present house of residence at Kensing- 
ton for the See of Rochester, was £17,718. 
The Commissioners have approved the 
terms of the Bishopric otf 
wark Bill) which 
Second Reading, including the direction 
contained therein 
a sum otf £15,000 


towards making 


provision for a new residence for the 


South- | 
recently passed its | 


for the allocation of | 


14 JUNE 


will | 


| 
| 
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Bishop of Rochester, upon the con- 

stitution of the Bishopric of South- 

wark. There has been no corres- 
pondence upon the subject. 
St. Luke's, Chelsea. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN: IL leg 

to ask the hon. Member for West 


Salford, as Church Estates Commissioner, 
whether he will say what was the 


| approximate annual value (gross or net) 


ithe time of the 


| Commissioners 


ot the Rectory of St. Luke's, Chelsea, at 
death of the late 
cumbent; what is the annual income 
to be received by the new incumbent ; 
whether such income is that originally 
proposed by the Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners : whether he will state brietiy 
what communications have — passed 
between the Ecclesiastical Commissioners 
and Earl Cadoganas patron of the living, 
and if the Ecclesiastical Commissioners 
have sanctioned the arrangements which 
have resulted from those communications: 
and whether the Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners have considered the necessity 
for futher legislation, in order that they 
may have wider powers to deal with the 
incomes of benefices on the voidance 
thereof. 


lli- 


Mr. LEES KNOWLES: The Ecele- 
siastical Commissioners have no know- 
the annual value, gross or 
net, of the Rectory of St. Luke's, 
Chelsea, either at the date of the death 
of the late incumbent or at the present 
time. The income of the Rectory is 
derived from ancient endowments and 
was not settled by the Commissioners. 
There have been no communications 
upon the subject between the Com- 
missioners and the Patron; but the 
have expressed their 
readiness to consider any proposal 
which may be made to them, with 
the necessiry consents, for effecting 
an apportionment of the income ot 
the Rectory. 


ledge of 


Postal Arrangements on Coronation Day. 

Mr. DAVID MORGAN (Essex, Walt- 
hamstow)}: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the Po-t- 
master General, if, looking to the occasion 
and to the fact that the 26th and 27th 
June will be public holidays, he will d rect 
there shall only be one delivery of letters 


/on each of those days. 
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Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, S.): At the 
same time may I ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he is now 
able to state what arrrangements have 
been made with regard to a holiday for 
the employees of the Post Oftice on the 
day of His Majesty's Coronation. 


Tue FINANCIALSECRETARY To THe 
TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): The arrangements 
on Coronation Day will be as follows: 
All Post Offices will be open to the 
public during the same hours as on 
Sundays and at oftices (not being Town 
Sub Offices) which do not ordinarily 
open on Sundays attendance will be 
given from 8 a.m. to 10 a.m. for the 
sale of stamps and registration of letters, 
and in the case of Telegraph Offices, 
for telegraph business. Town Sub 
Offices will be closed. There will be 
be only one delivery and collection of 
letters in the day. Friday the 27th 
June will be observed exactly as an 
ordinary Bank Holiday. In London 
some special arrangements will be made 
and these will be duly notified. 


Post Office Buildings—Sanitary 
Inspection. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
if he will state whether local sanitary 
inspectors have free access to all Post Ottice 
buildings for the purpose of inspection 
whether the property of the Crown -or 
otherwise ; and will he say whether the 
sorting office at St. Martin’s-le-Grand has 
been inspected by the local sanitary 
inspector during the present year. And, 
are the offices in which the clerical or 
other statf of the Post Oftice employed in 
all instances so arranged as to conform to 
the regulations in force in the ease of 
buildings liable to inspection under the 
Factories Acts, so far as the question of 
space allotted to each 


person is con- 
cerned. 
Mr. AUSTEN} (CHAMBERLAIN : 


Local sanitary inspectors are not allowed 
free access to Post Oftice buildings 
belongmg to the Crown ; and the Sorting 
Office in the General Post Office at 
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St. Martin’s-le-Grand has not been in- 
spected by the Public Sanitary Inspector 
during the present year. The building 
has, however, been recently inspected by 
a Factory Inspector, and there is no reason 
to suppose that the requirements of the 
Factory Acts are contravened in any 
respect, either in this or in any other 
building belonging to the Department. 


Gaelic Instruction in Scctch Schools. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Lord Advocate whether he can 
state what is the special encouragement 
offered to the use of Gaelic as a means of 
instruction in Scotland, to which re- 
ference is made at page 27 of the Report 
of the Committee of Council on Education 
lately issued ; what special facilities are 
given to the training of Gaelic-speaking 
teachers: and can he state in what year 
the recommendations embodied in the 
Minute of 1884 with reference to these 
subjects were first adopted. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): In the 
Highland Counties an additional grant of 
one shilling a head is made if a Gaelic 
speaking pupil teacher is employed for 
the instruction of the infants and junior 
division. Payment is also made for a 
Gaelic-speaking pupil teacher required 
for this work, even although the average 
attendance does not otherwise warrant 
his employment. In order to encourage 
teachers who speak Gaelic, additional 
marks are given for Gaelic at the King's 
Scholarship Examination. The 
mendations referred to were first adopted 
in 1885. 


recom 


National Gallery—Precautions against 


Fire. 

Mr. BALDWIN (Worcestershire, sewd- 
ley): I beg to ask the First Commissioner 
of Works what special precautions, if 
any, have been taken to safeguard the 
National Gallery from the increased risk 
of tire which will arise during the next 
few weeks in consequence of the masses 
of woodwork which are being erected 
against and adjoining the buildings in 
Trafalgar Square. 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dove.as, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s) : The stands are watched 
and inspected by the police at night. 
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The hose is connected at six points, and 
all is ready for immediate use. Hand 
pumps will also be supplied. 1 arranged 
a few weeks ago, by the courtesy of the 
County Council, that all the stands 
should be visited by firemen periodically : 
and that Captain Wells should advise as 
to any steps which he might consider 
necessary, having regard to the adjacent 
His recommendations will in 
all cases be earried out. In the National 
Gallery, tire buckets, hose, and every 
appliance are kept in the utmost readiness, 
and the staff is on the alert. 


buildings. 


Trinity College, Dublin. 

Sim THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): | beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if the 
Government will take steps to enable the 
tenants of Trinity College, Dublin, and 
their sub-tenants to become the owners 
of their holdings upon equitable terms. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): Almost 
all the lands belonging to Trinity College 
are held under perpetuity leases, by 
lessees who have sub-let their holdings. 
The Land Purchase Acts would not apply 
to these lessees. The question raised by 
the hon. Baronet is part of the very 
wide question whether Corporations 
should be empowered to alienate property 
held by them in trust. I could not 
undertake to consider legislation dealing 
with this matter. 


Irish Local Taxation Licences. 

Mr. MtGOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Lreland can he state the 
amount received by the Commissioners 
ot Inland Revenue on account of the 
local taxation licences specified in the 
third schedule of the Local Government 
(Ireland) Act, forthe vears ending 31st 
March, 1900, 1901, and 1902 respectively : 
how much was paid in each year to the 
respective County Councils in Ireland in 
addition to the £79,000 provided for 
under the fifty-eighth section of the 
Act: is there any balance in the 
Consolidated Fund to the credit of this 
account; and, if so, will he state how 
much, and in what way the Government 
intend to dispose of it. 
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(Juestion 5. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The net receipts, 
as shown by the Local Taxation (Ireland) 
Account, in respect of the three years 
mentioned, inclusive of the annual sum 
of £79,000, were £284,836 2s. 2d.; 
£324,116 4s. 5d.; and £288 271 ds. 11d. 
respectively. The payments to County 
Councils, County Boroughs, and Urban 
District Councils in each of the same 
years amounted to £251,928 13s.; 
£270,041 8s.; and £282,573, 16s. 2d. 
The unexpended balance amounted to 
£94,072 8s. 10d. atthe end of March 
last. Of this, £47,094 is in a deposit 
account, bearing interest, and the re- 
mainder is at present in the current 
account. The disposal of this balance is 
governed by Sub-section 5, Section 58, 
of the Act. I should add that the 
receipts for the year 1900-1901 included 
asum of £37,029 l6s. td. voted by 
Supplementary Estimate to recoup to 
the account expenditure on pauper 
lunatics in respect of the quarter ended 
31st March, 189%. 


Arterial Drainage and Afforestry 
in Ireland. 


Mr. MGOVERN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland is he aware that the Council 
of Agriculture for Ireland, at its annual 
meeting held in Dublin in May, 1901, 
passed a resolution unanimously asking 
the Government to have the local 
Government (Ireland) Act amended so 
as to enable County Councils in Ireland 
to execute arterial drainage works and 
afforest waste lands, and to simplify the 
procedure necessary for acquiring lands 
for these and other public purposes ; and 
is it the intention of the Government to 
take any steps to amend the Local 
Government Act as suggested. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
arterial drainage is undoubtedly one ot 
importance, but also of considerable 
magnitude. I see no immediate prospect 
of being in a position to deal with it. 
With respect to re-afforestation, a Com- 
mittee has been appointed to investigate 
the matter in Great Britain, and the 
question whether a special inquiry shall 
also be held in Ireland will be decided 
when the evidence taken before that 
Committee is available. As at present 
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(dive stiows. 


advised, it is not proposed to amend the 
Local Government Act in the direction 
suggested. 


Loughglynn Police Barracks. 

Mr. DILLON: | beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that the office of the 
Congested Districts Board in Lough 


givun, county Roscommon, has been 


given to the police to be used as a 
barrack ; and whether he can state who 


is responsible for this action. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The building for 
merly used as a rent office at Loughglynn 
is no longer required by the Congested 
Distriets Board for that purpose. [t has 
heen let In the Lb virad to the ¢ onstabulary, 
measure, for the accom 
modation of police 


as a temporal j 


Mr. DILLON: T beg to ask the Chief 


Secreta V to the Lord | peubenawnt of 
lreland whether he will state on what 
grounds the police at Loughylynn, county 
, 
Roscommon, have been removed from the 


barracks which they have oceupied tor 


some \ cars. 


Mr. WYNDILAM : 


habitable. 


The house is hot 


Questions on Fridays. 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): 
to ask the First Lord of Treasury 
whether, in view of the interval between 
Thursday and Monday, it is intended to 
make and, if so, what 
ensure that Questions ad 


hey 


the 


arranvements, 
arrangements, to 
dressed to Ministers on matters of urgent 
public importanee shall be answered by 
Ministers on Fridays, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As the hon. 
(sentleman is aware, Friday now takes 
the place of Wednesday under the old 
system, and there clisabilities 
attaching to Friday which did not affect 
Wednesday under the old) system, with 
this very important exception that 
Questions which are not starred cannot 


are ho 


be answered on Friday. Of course, there 


is the old method ot asking a (Juestion on 
the adjournment of the House, if there be 


any occasion tov so doing. 


‘COMMONS} 
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Education Bill Finance. 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS | (Flint 


Boroughs): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether it is the inten- 
tion of the Government to make any, 
and, if so, what modification of the 
financial proposals contained in the Kdu- 
cation Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think I have 
stated in answer to other Questions all | 
can at present state on the subject. [| 
shall have to make a further statement. 


Mr GEORGE LAMBERT (Devon- 
shire, South Molton): When does the 
right hon. Gentleman expect to be able 


) 


to make the statement / 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope to he 
able to make the statement hefore the 
debate on the Education Bill is resumed, 
after the Budget Bill has been dealt with, 


Mk. 


do we 


BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): 
resume. the 
the Education Bul! 


When 
Committee stage of 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : 
afternoon | do not propose to restume the 
Mducation Bill till the Committee on the 
After that 
interval | hope to communicate to the 
House what the views of the Government 


After tomorrow 


Budget has been disposed ot. 


are, 


Dr. MACNAMARA: the right 
hon. put the 
Education Bill down tor tomorrow ! 


| Joes 


Gentleman propose to 


Sin H. CAMPBELL BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): | should like to 
emphisise the objection to that, because, 
owing to the general forecast of bus- 
ness previously given, a great many hon. 
Members who are deeply interested in 
the Edueation Bill absent 
tomorrow. 


may be 


Mr. AL J. BALFOUR: Business ot 
the first importance is to be taken at 
the beginning of the afternoon. sitting 
tomorrow. | had conceived that after 
that was over the House might go on 
with the Education Bill, but from my 
point of view the matter is relatively 
unimportant. I will have to consider 
what other business can be put down. 
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EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
(Cumberland. 


Mr. JAmMes LowTHer 
Penrith) in the ehair. 


Clause 1 :— 

(2.45.) Dr. MACNAMARA (Camber 
well, N): moved an Amendment stand- 
ing in the name of the hon. Member for 
Districts making it necessary 
that boroughs as well as urban districts 
should have a population of over 20,000, 
in order to be qualified to act as the 
local education authority for the purpose 
of Part IIL of the Act (Elementary 
Education). The Government Bill of 
1890 provided that only county boroughs 
should have paramount loeal authority, 
but after considerable pressure autonomy 
was given to municipal boroughs with 


Swansea 


20,000 population. In the original 
scheme of the Bill of 1896 there were 
128 different local authorities, and the 
Vice President in the course of the 


debates expressed an opinion that that 
was too many. He strongly opposed the 
conclusion ot anything short of county 
or county boroughs, but under pressure 
municipal boroughs with a population ot 
20,000 included. ‘That let in 
sixty-nine new autonomous _ bodies. 
The right hon. Gentleman very strongly 
expressed his objection to that increase to 
197. But what was the position in the 
present Bill. They had 128 county and 
county borough authorities, 130 municipal 
boroughs with a population of 10,000, 
and sixty-three urban districts with a 
population of 20,000; in all 329 
authorities. If in 1896, were 
many, and 197 meant the ruin of the Bill 
what did the Vice-President think of a 
scheme which provided 329. The right 
hon. Gentleman was their educational 
guide, philosopher and friend, and by 
reason of the position he held thev were 
entitled to look to him for advice. How 
did he reconcile his attitude in 1896 with 
his support of the present proposal. 
They had now given up the farce ot 
endeavouring to secure one authority 
for all grades of education. At one 
time he did think the Government were 
sincere in endeavouring to obtain that, 


were 


128 too 


{4 JUNE 1902! 


Bill, 1406 
but they had apparently given the idea 
up altogether. He commended this 
Amendment to the consideration of the 
First Lord. It embodied the scheme he 
accepted very reluctantly no doubt in 
1896, on the suggestion of the hon. 
Member for South Islington, and it it 
were adopted it would reduce the total 
number of authorities to 276. ‘The great 
bulk of the Members who sat on the 
Opposition Benches were against him 
yesterday in his endeavour to strike out 
the proviso altogether. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South 
Aberdeen made an appeal for popular con- 
trol of education, and he was bound to 
sympathise with him in that, but he 
would point out that the bill did not 
provide popular control in any way 
whatever. It was vitiated in that 
matter from its very  fountainhead. 
The right hon Gentleman objected 


to striking out the proviso because 
he wanted to get as near popular 
control as possible. But the Bill 
as he had said did not secure that. 
For instance, Municipal Councils would 
not control education : they would have 


to appoint an Ednueation Committee, 
the members of which would not neces- 
sarily be members of the Municipal 
Council. Then he came to the question 
of finance. Under that proviso they 
would have the county levying a 2d. rate 
tor secondary education, and even more 
if it could get the authority of the Muni- 
cipal Council; then they would get the 
excluded districts levying a 1d. rate tor 
technical instruction ; thirdly, there 
would be the county or residue of the 
county levying a county rate for elemen- 
tary education ; and fourthly, the auto- 
nomous districts would be levying their 
own rate for their own education. Thus 
there would be four systems of rating, 
which would only tend to make con- 
fusion worse confounded. He sympa- 
thised with those who desired to secure 
yopular control, but under this Bill the 
narrower the area the less popular con- 
trol they had. The people for whom he 
was pleading did not want exactly what 
they wanted. They did not want 
autonomy in the matter of rating, they 
did not want the right to rate themselves, 
but they did want the definity of an 
independent local authority. At a meet- 


ing at the Westminster Palace Hotel on 
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the previous day of representatives of the 
authorities proposed to be constituted 
under the Bill a Resolution was passed 
which indicated that while they wished 
to control their our affairs in their own 
areas they were not prepared to pay tor 
the privilege. They, in fact. passed a 
Resolution protesting against legislation 
which did not provide for a grant for 
education purposes from the limperial 
Exchequer. The Government would 
probably have to find the money for this 
Bill from Imperial sources, and unless 
they agreed to do that these people would 
doubtless decline to rate themselves. He 
again appealed to the Vice President to 
state the grounds on which he supported 
this part of the Bill. 

Amendment proposed -- 

“In page t, line 10, to leave out the word 
‘Ten, and insert the word ‘ Twenty.’ ”—(/r. 


Macnamara,) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘Ten’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, FE.) strongly 
supported the Amendment. On _ the 
previous day he expressed his views on 
this matter, and he now noted that his 
opinions were those also of the teachers 
of voluntary schools. While he adhered 
to the view that there should be one 
local education authority, he thought 
the Government might make a conces- 
sion on this particular point by raising 
the population limit of the boroughs 


to that of the urban districts. What 
was the logical ground upon which 
a distinction was made between an 
urban district anda borough? Upon 


historical grounds he could understand 
the distinction, but not where education 
was concerned. What was the differ 
ence bet ween an urban population, which 
happened to be called an urban district, 
of 20,000, and an urban population which 
happened tobe called a borough, of 20,000! 
He thought if there was any argument 
at all for this distinction it would be in 
the opposite direction, because the urban 
district would be more likely to be pro- 
gressive than the boroughs, which, from 
the fact of their being boroughs, were 
often moribund (they must be so or else 
their population would not remain so 
low), whilst urban districts on the other 
hand were virile bodies, set up in the 
Dr. Macnamara. 


{COMMONS} 
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midst of large growing centres of in- 
dustrial life. In the course of the debate 
on the previous night it had been said by 
an hon. Member in support of the Govern- 
ment proposal that they were not going 
to force upon these borough councils the 
duty of becoming the educational 
authority ; they had the opportunity of 
adopting the Bill or not. But he 
thought the time had come when in 
order to discuss the question ot “the 
authority” with full knowledge. the 
Committee ought to know what was the 
policy of the Government and what 
were really to be the future districts of 
the country for this educational scheme, 
and whether this was to be an optional 
ora compulsory Bill. There was a very 
strong argument in support of post- 
poning Clause | until they knew what 
was the meaning of Clause 5. He 
asked for some indication on the part 
of the Government as to what was their 
policy with regard to Clause 5, because 
the decision of the Government if stated 
to the Committee now with regard to 
that clause might entirely change the 
views of the Committee with regard to 
Clause 1. 


(3.6.) Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swan- 
sea, District) said an Amendment on the 
same lines as that which now occupied 
the attention of the Committee stood in 
his name, and it was put on the Paper 
mainly but not entirely for the reasons 
which his hon. friend behind had stated 
when moving this Amendment. He did 
not think the Government recognised 
the meaning of the Amendment as it 
now stood, neither had he gathered 
from the debate what the object of this 
preference was. The First Lord of the 
Treasury when introducing the Bill had 
said its first principle was the creation of 
one educational authority, but that there 
would be certain exemptions made with 
regard to boroughs of a certain size. 
But no explanation had been given for 
the limit of 10,000. If it was the inten- 
tion to maintain the existing privileges 
of the boroughs, then the limit of 10,000 
was too high. On the other hand, if 
the object was simply educational efti- 
ciency, then the limit of 10,000 was too 
low, and the proviso would, in his 
opinion, produce results which would 
be detrimental in education. Take the 
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case of Swansea He sat for about halt 
of Swansea and for two contributory 
boroughs, Neath and Aberavon. Neath 
had a population of nearly 20,000; it 
had a School Board of its own, and, 
under the Intermediate Education Act of 
1889, a separate board for the manage- 
ment of secondary education. If this 
Bill passed, the result would be that the 
Neath Borough Council would become 
the authority for elementary education, 
but not for the intermediate education. 
But in the case of Apberavon, the 
population of which was only 5,000, 
and which also had its own School 
Board and its own intermediate school 
under the Act of 1889, the proviso did 
not apply; the County Council became 
the authority and the rights and privi- 
leges of the Borough Council were lost. 
What sound argument could be adduced 
for such a principle as that?! He sub- 
mitted that if educational efficiency was 
the aim of the Government, this proposal 
could only have a detrimental effect 
upon the education of the country. 


Me. WALTER PALMER (Salisbury) 
suid he represented a constituency 
of 19,000 people, and in his opinion, 
if the Amendment of the hon. Member 
was carried, it would very prejudicially 
affect that constituency. He thought 
there was considerable difference 
between a borough of 10,000 and an 
urban district of 20,000 population. 
In the borough there ‘was a close com- 
munity of local feeling, which did 
not exist in a larger and more scattered 
community. It was for that reason that 
he ventured to raise a protest agvinst 
the Amendment, and he hoped the First 
Lord of the Treasury would resist it. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, N.W.) 
expressed regret that he could not agree 
with the hon. Member for North Camber- 
well with regard to boroughs of 10,000 
inhabitants. It was quite true that 
under the Bill they would not have 
direct local control, but at the same time 
in the appointment of the educational 
authority they would appoint those 
whom they knew would be efficient for the 
purpose, and certainly those within their 
own area, and they would be more 
intimately acquainted with the capabili- 
ties of those they appointed than the 


{4 JUNE 
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County Councils. If he had thought 
fora moment that this provision would 
militate against the educational efticiency 
of the district he should have supported 
the hon. Member for North Camberwell, 
but he was certain that it would not have 
that effect. It was quite true that there 
would be four systems of rating under 
this Bill, but there were four systems of 
rating under the present scheme. There 
was no increase at all. Many boroughs 
had admirable School Boards and admir- 
able schools under those Boards: schools 
which were far more efficient than 
schools in larger areas. He therefore 
asked the First Lord of the Treasury to 
resist the Amendment, being in his own 
mind convinced that the smaller area 
would manage its educational interest 
better than a large area. 


(3.15.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said 
that from the speech ofthe hon. Member 
for North Camberwell one would imagine 
the Government had wholly changed 
the character of the Bill, and that the 
Committee were dealing with a measure 
entirely different from that introduced 
two or three months and which 
received its Second Reading just before 
Whitsuntide. The Government had 
never attempted to minimise or to 
conceal the character of the Bill or the 
particular object it sought to achieve. 
It was stated in the most explicit terms 
in his own introductory speech, and it 
must have been present in the mind of 
everybody who voted for the Second 
Reading. There had never been the 
slightest suggestion on the part of any 
Member of the Government that they were 
prepared to make the Bill the thing of 
symmetrical beauty desired by the hon. 
Member. The Bill was introduced as 
one to co-ordinate the various forms of 
education in the different districts, and 
the Government had always said that 
that object would be carried out by 
the measure as presented. He did not 
deny that the Bill would be more 
logical ‘and symmetrical if no exceptions 


ago, 


were made in favour of non-county 
boroughs. But, after all, the Committee 


must not approach the subject as if the 
history of England began last year. 
They had to deal with authorities and 
facts as they found them, and there had 
never been a Government fit to carry on 
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the affairs of the country which had not 
taken into account in the measures they 
presented to the House the actual and 
historic forces at work. The question 
before the Committee was simply whether 
the 10,000 should be raised to 20,000. 
One hon. Member had thought to advance 
the cause of the 20,000 by pointing 
out that in his own constituency there 
was a borough with a population of just 
under 10,000 quite as fit to exercise the 
powers under the Bill as a neighbouring 
horough of over 10,000, No doubt that 
was absolutely true, but it would be 
equally true whether the limit was 
tixed at 15,000, 20,000, or 25,000. If 
the Amendment were accepted, and the 


limit fixed at 20,000, he had not the 
slightest doubt there were plenty of 


Gentlemen in the House. sutticiently in- 
genious to tind cases of boroughs of 19,999 
inhabitants just as qualified to carry 
out the work under this Bill a other 
horoughs with 20,000, "That course of 
argument could be followed whatever 
line of demarcation was adopted. The 
subject mnieht very well be left there, 
but there was one point it was worth 
while to bring to the recollection of the 
Committee. Parliament had already by 
its legislation emphasised the distinction 
between boroughs of 10,000 and those 
with smaller populations. A great many 
duties were exercisable and exercised by 
boroughs of over 10,000; and as the 
Government found that line had already 
heen «drawn, and apparently worked 
satisfactorily, they embodied it in the 
present Bill. He trusted the Committee 
would decide that this limitation, which 
he did not deny was more or less of a 
compromise, should be adhered to, 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby) said the Leader of the House 
had been asked to explain why the limi- 
tation of 10,000 was now adopted, when 
in 1896 the limitation of 20,000 was 


taken. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had not 


been asked, and if he had been he would 
have said that the 1896 measure was 
quite a different Bill. 


*\MIn. CORRIE GRANT said that, in 
that case, he would ask the right’ hon. 
Gentleman now, and through him = the 
Education Department — as apparently 


Mr. 4.J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
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the Vice-President had disappeared from 
the debate, although a point was being 
discussed on which it was most important 
they should have the view of the Eduea- 
tion Department —why the policy of 
1896 was not the policy of 1902. © What- 
ever limitation was fixed, isolated cases 
could be found in which it would apply 
somewhat harshly ; but they asked the 
Government to say upon what general 
evidence they had determined in favour 
of 10,000. That was information which 
the Governmept ought to have, which 
was not at the general disposal of the 
Committee, and for which Members 
were entitled to ask. The right hon. 
Gentleman accused the hon. Member for 
North Camberwell of having charged the 
Government with concealment. It was 
putting the matter rather strongly. But 
there was such a thing as masquerading, 
and if he was describing what had been 
done he should say that the right hon. 
Gentleman and his supporters had 
masqueraded in the country under the 
guise of one authority, while the Bill 
they were putting forward was not a 
“one authority > measure at all. The 
Government had gone on the 
principle as that on which people went 
ostrich -shooting in South Africa. If 
a man approached an ostrich undis- 
guised the ostrich ran away, but if 
the man covered himself with the 
feathers of a deal ostrich he was en- 
abled to approach — sutticiently — neat 
to the living ostrich to shoot it. The 
Government had approached the elee- 
tors wearing the garb of a single 
authority, and the ordinary — electors, 


same 


having neither the time nor oppor- 
tunity to work through the elaborate 


details of the Bill, were content to 
accept the assertions made by the sup- 
porters of the measure. That was the 
position the Opposition had had to meet. 
They were told the Bill gave direct 
control and direct authority, and what 
more could they want! They were ae- 
cused of being false to all their pledges 
and principles, simply because the Bill 
was brought forward by a Tory Govern- 
ment. If that was not masquerading, he 
did not know what was. The Bill did 
not establish a direct authority, and 
when the Government had the oppor- 
tunity of amending the measure to secure 
that object they refused to take it. The 


hons Member for Salisbury had said 





Oli. 
ad 
the 
il] 
a 
‘he 
me 
ent 
If 
lis- 
if 
the 
ele 
eal 
The 
lec- 
wle 
1's, 
yor- 
‘ate 
to 
up- 
the 
pet. 
rect 
hat 
ac- 
ges 
Bill 
Th 
he 
did 
ancl 
por 
‘ure 
he 


said 





1413 Education 


there was a closer unity between the 
population of boroughs than between the 
population of urban districts. What 
authority had he for that statement ? 
Taking the test of enterprise in local 
aflairs, better administration would be 
found in the District Councils than in 
the Borough Councils. What distinction 
he drawn to justify a limit of 
10,000 in boroughs and 20,000 in urban 
districts? So tar as he knew, very few 
distinctions could be drawn, and those 
that cid appear made in f 


could 


favour of 
the urban districts rather than of the 
boroughs. He was not arguing as to 
the particular figure to be adopted ; 
that was a matter upon which informa 
tion would have subsequently to be 
asked from the Government. No reason 
had be i 


‘no put forward for making a dis- 


tinction between the boroughs and 
District Couneils, and the population 
ought to be the same in both. ‘This 


Amendment was to make the niunber 


20.000 instead of 10,000. and he sup 
ported thi proposal heeause they would 


ret better administration und hetter work 


for education when the 


areas were lat ve 
rather than smail. Phis would make a 
large area, a vl the refore ;: wider aren 
to draw educational experts from. There 
was another reason which ought to aup- 
peal to all hon. Members, and it was that 


this proposal would give a wider field for 


proinotion amongst tear hers, and that 


Was a matter which is well worthy of 


consideration, In a small borough ol 


10.000 they would probably not have a 
" . . ' 

scale of salaries for teachers, and the. 

would be got as cheaply as possible. — It 

they established Jarge areas the edu 


+ +1 . ; 
CaLION AUTHOTILIES would have to TIX a 


scale upon definite progressive lines, 


and they would have a better chance 
machers. All 


of promotion to offer to the t 
in favour of having 


! 
those were arguments 


administration, 


and he admitted that they were not so 


the County as the unit ot 


strong when applied toa district of 20,000, 
There was no real distinction to be drawn 
in these 
urban 


matters between boroughs and 
district authorities. This pro- 
would give a better area for 
administration and for the promotion ol 
teache rs, and lor those reasons he should 
support the Amendment. 


Pos: | 


¥(3.35.) Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West 
Ham, N.) said he supported this Amend- 


ment for two reasons. 


VOL. CVIILL. | FOURTH SERIES. | 
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In the first place 
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he did not think that a population of 
10,000 was satisfactory, even tor elemen- 
tary education. ‘Take as an example his 
owncounty. Amongst thesmallauthorities 
was the town of Harwich, with a popula- 
tion of 10,019. They usually estimated 
that one-sixth of the population would 
be in public elementary schools, so that 
in the town of Harwich they had less, 
upon that calculation, than 2,000 chi! - 
ren in the elementary schools, and only 
some three or four schools could make 
provision for that number. Was that a 
satisiactory area!’ What opportunity 
was there in Harwich for the teaching 
profession, or for establishing a higher 
elementary school? For elementary 
purposes alone, the population of 10,000 
was fartoosmall. Another reason why he 
supported this Amendment to keep up the 
level to 20,000 was because he wished 
to see the principle of the Bill carried 
through sO that they would also bee me 
the authorities for secondary education, 
and 20,000 was quite small enough. As 
far as he could understand the que stion, 
the only argument brought forward in 
favour of the 10,000 limit was that it wasa 
A compromise with whom ? 
With whom had the arrangement been 
made? Had the Government pledged 
itself upon this point to the Non-County 


> . ~ ; ) 
Boroughs Association 


compromise. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY: If not, why 
were the Government now insisting upon 
a particular figure of 10,000 for boroughs 
and yet taking 20.000 as the area for 
urban districts! He agreed that there 
were a few cases where 
objections had very great force. 


sentimental 
Their 
ancent history and the fact that they 
had in the past done their work well 
consideration, although 
from his own personal knowledge he 
knew theright hon. Gentleman would not 
find upon investigation that elemenia., 
education is at all satisfactory in some ut 
the areas which he now proposed as tne 
authorities in the future. What was to be 
the position of the administrative counties 
with the best areas taken out ? He wovle 


was worthy of 


put this question to the hon. and gallant 
Member for the 
who usually supported the agricultural 
What would be 


Chelmsford Division, 


interest in the House. 


37 
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the position of the agricultural county of 
Essex with all those districts cut out ? 
What money would that county have at 
its disposal for elementary education ! 
There would be nothing but the agri- 


cultural districts left, and on them the | 


whole rate would press for educational 
purposes. If the Bill was retained in its 
present form, it would have only one 
advantage, and that was an irresistible 


claim for the whole cost of education | 


being placed upon the national ex- 
chequer, because, such counties as Essex 
could never satisfactorily discharge their 
duty withevery available piece of wealthy 
rateable value taken out, and only the 
agricultural land to depend upon. For 
all those reasons he had no alternative, 
but to support the Amendment. He 
quite agreed that the account the right 
hon. Gentleman gave of the attitude of 
the Government upon this Bill was_per- 
fectly correct and fair, and 
accused him of having pretended that 
this provision was anything but what it 
really was. But certainly he took it on 


the Second Reading that this was a de- | 


tail for amendment. He looked upon 
this proposal as an attempt to secure the 
support of the representatives of those 
non-county boroughs. Had he regarded 


this point as vital on the Second Read- | 
ing, he would have attacked it, but he | 


looked upon it then as a detail which 


might be left to the judgment of the | 


House without any guidance from the 


Treasury Bench. They protested against | 


those small areas in 1896, and he believed 
their introduction killed the Bill of that 
year. He greatly feared that the 
Government were committing now, not 
as great an error, but something ap- 
proaching it, as they did in 1896 by in- 
troducing these small areas and marking 
them out as fit authorities to exercise the 
powers under this Bill. If the right hon. 
Gentleman would give them his own 
private opinion, he felt sure he would 
favour county boroughs if he could get 
them, andif not as near county boroughs 
as the necessities of the case would com- 
pel him to adopt. 


(3.42.) Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Isling- 
ton, S.) said he desired to 
word against the Amendment on the 
ground that he thought all boroughs 


Mr. Ernest Gray. 
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nobody | 


| 
Say a} 


Bill. 


|might be entrusted with at least 
primary education. He knew of one 
| borough with a small population, which, 
from the first, had used the whisky 
money with excellent educational results, 
where that work would under this Bill 
be more or less destroyed. His hon, 
friend who had just sat down said he 
thought 20,000 should be the limit wit}; 
the view of giving secondary as well as 
primary education. The Report of the 
Royal Commission distinctly laid down 
that the areas for secondary instruction 
should be larger than for primary and 
elementary instruction, was distinctly a 
local matter. It had not been sufficiently 
realised that borough and urban life was 
distinctive in its character. A borough 
was generally more or less a manufac- 
turing place, while the surrounding 
country was generallyagricultural. His 
hon. friend the Member for North Camber- 
well had stated that the proposal in the 
Bill would have the effect of taking the 
rating plum away from the country 
districts, but the truth was that the 
educational work done in the boroughs 
was inevitably participated in by the 
| surrounding district, and no differential 
charge was made in the boroughs for 
the education of children who came from 
the country districts. In dealing with 
these matters their object should be 
| never to destroy but to build upon the 
existing work. He appreciated the 
| work of the School Boards, and far be it 
from him to say a word against that 
work, but when a change was to be 
made in pursuance of a policy which 
some of them approved, that work 
should not be dissipated by the adoption 
of methods which would have that 
| effect. 
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CAMPBELL-BAN NERMAN 
Burghs): The speech of my 
hon. friend who has just sat down 
has come to me, I confess, like a 
refreshing breeze. Probably the reason 
of its refreshing quality is that he 
expressed the views which I have myseli 
formed on the subject, and that is always 
| a first necessary qualification of a pleasant 
|speech. The hon. Gentleman has said, 
and [agree with him, that we should 
| preserve as far as possible the existing 


Sir H. 
(Stirling 


| educational machinery. 
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work. | 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 
For primary education that exists in| 
those localities, however small they may | 
be ; and, therefore, because that was my | 
strong feeling, | voted for the Amendment | 
yesterday which proposed to except all | 
those small communities. Having been | 
disappointed in obtaining that, we have | 
before us on the Paper an Amendment | 
that the limit should be 5,000 instead of 
10,000. I was prepared to support that | 
Amendment as the next best thing: but | 
now another hon. Member has stepped 
in and moved to omit the word “ten” 
in order to insert “twenty.’’ I should | 
be sorry to omit the word “ten” with 
the view of inserting ‘‘twenty,” and, on 
the whole, | think I had better look 
upon “ten”? as my sheet anchor. As 
the Government are prepared to give us 
ten, out of fear of twenty, and lest 
a worse thing should happen to us, | 
think I may support the Government in | 
this matter. 


*Mr. A. H. BROWN (Shropshire, Wel- | 
lington) said the Committee would do | 
well to take ‘‘ten,”” which was now in 
the Bill, and rely on the provision in 
the clause whereby, if local circumstances | 
made any change desirable, it could be 
negotiated between the County Council 
and the Borough Council. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South | 
Molton) asked whether he was to under- | 
stand that, in the event of the proposal of | 
the Government being carried, as against 
the Amendment now before the Com- | 
mittee, they would not be able to move 
further Amendments on the proposal. | 


“The CHAIRMAN: If the Committee 
decide in favour of ten, that will be the 
decision of the Committee. 


{4 JunE 1902} 
Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: The existing | 


| to it. 
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the word “ten” stand part of the Bill. 
When the hon. Member has got rid of 
‘“‘ten” it will be open to him to move to 
insert another figure. 


Mr. LAMBERT said they should not 
have much opportunity of getting rid of 
“ten” if the Government were still in 
favour of it. There was one point on 
which he would support the Govern- 
ment. He wanted to keep the boroughs 
in the matter of education as vigorous 


as possible. The hon. Member opposite 


| had 


said that in boroughs of 
10,000 inhabitants they did not have 
good education. He begged to differ 
from him. In his own constituency 
there were excellent educational institu- 
tions, and the inspector’s reports which 


'he had in his possession testified to the 
| satisfactory condition of education in the 


boroughs. He would follow the leader 
of the Opposition, and support the 


| Government in this matter. 


Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract) said he 


represented a constituency which would 


be closely affected by the Amendment. 
He should like to congratulate the 
Leader of the House on his opposition 
He was glad the Vice-President 
had resisted the eloquent appeal which 


| had been made to him to take part in 


this debate. They always enjoyed listen- 
ing to him, but on this occasion, well— 
knowing how consistent he always was, 
and remembering the line he took in 
1896, he was atraid that if he had spoken 
he would have accepted the Amendment. 
Boroughs, ineluding small ones, had a 
complete and separate entity, and as 
such they, were entitled to manage their 
affairs. They elected their own 
local men to do so, and it was wished 


own 


they had more power to have truer re- 
presentative Government in this par- 
ticular matter. County bodies having 


|too large an area, did not know the 


Mr. LAMBERT: Should I be in order 
in moving an Amendment to the Amend- 
ment ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I do not see how 
that is possible. The question is that 


wants of every local borough. 


)» =o 


(3.53.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 277 ; 
Noes, 81. (Division List No. 197.) 
3 F 2 
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Min. BRYNMOR JONES said that the was 
he wished to raise by the Amendment 
henow propose:| to move was whether thet 

was any sound reason to draw a distinetion went 
urban 
urban dis 


point 


education in 
Many of the 
substance, 


bet Wweell 

districts. 
were, in 
towns. 
hon. 


aldermen, or councillors, 
a borough. 


by local Acts of 


suburbs of 
The clistrict represented by his 
friend near him was not a 
but had all the characteristics of a great 
town, and except that it had no 
it was in 
There were some urban <lis- 
tricts that had been constituted horoughs 
Parliament. 
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| Wanklyn, James Leslie 


from one 
er it would be impossible to tell where 
the urban districts 
districts began. 
fast line be drawn betwe 
the urban districts ! 
what 
He knew, of course, 
part of England a rural district would 
hardly have a population of 20,000. 
if a rural district in 


had such a population, why wer 


distinguish, as a 
between 
was 
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be treated in a different way to that 
in which they would be treated if they 
came under the technical term of “ urban 
district?” The Government had deserted 
the principle which he thought underlay 
the Bill, and it was for them to justify 
this arbitary distinetion. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 10, after the word ‘urban,’ 
to insert the words ‘or rural.” ~°—(VWr. Brynimor 
Jones.) 


Question proposed, ‘“ That the words 
‘or rural’ be there inserted.” 

THE PRESIDENT or tne LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD-(Mr. Watrer 
LONG, Bristol, S.) was unable to accede to 
the suggestion that rural districts with a 
population of 20,000 should be given 
the same powers as were given to urban 
districts. Ile said it was perfectly true 
that in the endeavour to make a dis- 
tinction between the urban and rural 
districts, the contronted with 
many difficulties. They were told the 
rural districts should have the 
facilities, rights, and privileges, as urban 
districts. But though the population ot 
urban districts varied in many ways in 
its character, those districts were centres 
of urban life. Rural districts wer 
oiten than not composed of scattered 
villages which had not the community 
of interest in local life and government 
that the urban districts had. He did 
not think the Amendment would’ b 
found practicable if adopted, Another 
objection was that it would destroy the 
work of the County Councils. 


were 


same 


more 


Sir EDWARDSTRACHEY (Somerset 
shire, 8S.) thought there were many cases 
in which there was no difference between 
an urban a a rural district. In th 
ease of Croy on, for instance, which was 
u rural district, that was a larger and 
more important district than many 
urban districts. And no doubt there 
were many other rural districts in the 
same position which would be damnified 
by this Bill. The population of the 
Croydon rural district was 40,000. As 
the Committee well knew. there were an 
enormous number of Urban District 
Councils for districts of under 20,000 
population who were doing good work, 


I 
} 
ad 


who would now have their powers and 


Mr. Bryninoi Jones. 
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privileges taken from them. But the 


argument used by the Government on 
this occasion was precisely the same us 
that used by them on other occasions in 
exactly opposite directions. It was one 
of the difficulties of the Committee that 
they did not know how to meet the 
Government. Another difficulty was 
that the Government would not tell the 
Committee whether the Act was to be 
adoptive or not. If it were to be adop 
tive, that would take away a great many 
of the objections now urged against 
the Amendment. It it was to be per- 
missive, there could be no objection to 
giving rural districts of over 20,000 
population power to become their own 
education authority, and he thought 
such an opportunity should be given to 
rural districts like Croydon end others 
it had been said by the. right hon 
Gentleman that this would take the 
work away from’ the County Councils, 
but it was quite exceptional to find 
persons like the hon. Gentleman opposite, 
who was willing to become the Eduea- 
tional Minister tor Somersetshire, to take 
over this work. Why should this work be 
forced on the County Councils when there 
was another hody willing to undertake it! 
The Rural District Councils Association 
approved the Amendment. It would in 
’ hard that a_ body 
should he obliged to become an Urban 
District Council in order to be entitled 
to act as an authority under this Bill. 
He believed that the majority of County 
Councils did not desire the 
amount of work it was proposed to force 
upon them. 


some cases bye very 





enormous 


(4.23.) Mr. CHANNING (Northamp 
tonshire, E.) supported the Amendment, 
although he was not in full sympathy 
with al! its objects. He supported it 
it asserted once more the principl: 
of something like loeal control over 
elementary schools, and a_ retention 
of the local interest in the management 
and the administration of the schools in 
their particular areas. He objected 
strongly to the whole administrative and 
constructive part of this Bill, and sub- 
mitted that the scheme wou'd be un- 
workable unless there was some form of 


because 


local control. He was strongly of opinion 
that the local authorities should, so tar 


as possible, not be isolated, but ought te 
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be fused in a stronger co-ordination. 
In the rural districts there should be 
directly elected local authorities every- 
where, but there should be correlated 
with the central authority dealing with 
education asa whole in the county. He 
thought the progress of education would 
be little or nothing unless something of 
this kind was done. He supported the 
Amendment. 


*Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire) said he also wished to 
support the Amendment, not because 
he was in favour of breaking up 
the country into small areas, but 
because he thought it was grossly unfair 
that under the scheme the rural districts 
should not have the same facilities given 
tothem as the urban districts. There 
was much mistrust of education in the 
rural districts, because t he people thought 
their children were not taught anything 
likely to be of use to them. He was 
apprehensive that if the urban district 
authority were made the only authority 
for education, that authority would do 
nothing to mend the matter; but if 
the rural district authorities retained 
control, they would so direct and mould 
the school as to create an atmosphere 
They would find out 
what the people required, and what 
was a help to them, and make the 
time spent by the children on education 
a great help tothem rather than the use- 
less waste of time they now considered 
it was. The rural districts were quite 
as eager for education as the urban 
districts. The complaint of the rural 
districts was not against education, but 
against the kind of education they got, 
and if the Amendment 
would remove this evil to some extent. 
He emphatically denied the suggestion 
that there wasno corporate local lifein the 
rural districts. He believed it was just 
as vigorous as in the urban districts. 


of usefulnesss. 


was accepted, it 


Si W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dart- 
tord) said that surely the hon. Gen- 
tleman opposite would not be sanguine 
enough to believe that those who sup- 
ported the Second Reading of this Bill 
would accept any such Amendment as 
this. ‘The acceptance of the Amendment 
would simply rend the Bill to pieces and 
The whole drift 


make it an absurdity. 
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Bill, 


of the Amendment was in the direction 
of School Boards, and he was glad the 
Government had refused to accept it. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said the process 
of absurdity had already been com- 
pleted. He felt it would serve the 
Government very well right ,if the 
Amendment were carried. It would 
make the Bill an absurdity, of course, 
but not much more absurd than it was 
at present in giving autonomy to 
municipal boroughs of 10,000 and refus- 
ing it to villages of 20,000. These 
villages had not been put in, not for 
educational reasons, but because there 
was no large organised backing behind 
their claim for autonomy. If there had 
been, the Committee would have found 
the same treatment meted out to them 
as was being meted out by this Bill to 
the urban districts. At the same time, 
he was bound to point out to his hon. 
friend that his Amendment was financially 
impossible. ‘They could not have a rural 
area of 20,000 population which would 
have such a rateable value as would 
enable it, with a reasonable rate, to meet 
its elementary se hooi needs. He must 
therefore oppose the Amendment. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said what 
they had to consider was whether the 
authorities which this Amendment pro 
posed were useful authorities. He was 
bound to say he had not been con inced, 
even by the arguments of iis hon. friend 
the Member for South Somersetshire that 
they were bodies or areas which were 
suitable for this work. 


(4.45.) Mr. J. ACRON THOMAS (Gla- 
morganshire, Gower) pointed out that if 
the Bill was carried as it stood the western 
portion — of would 
be practically distranchised so far as 
having any effective representation was 
concerned. Cardiff, where all the Com- 
mittees were held, was forty or fifty nules 
away from his constituency, there were 
50,000 or 60,000 inhabitants in the 
district, and the 


Glamorganshire 


train accommodation 
was such that it was a day’s journey to 
Cardiff. Under these circumstances 
there would not be any representation 
in the sense ot of taking an active interest 
intheadministration ofeducation. Nearly 
a | these districts had School Boards. ‘They 
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had not Urban District Councils, because 
they had not applied for the powers, but 
they were go ahead progressive places, 
and carried on a great deal of useful 
work. The School Board areas were 
too small, but the Government were now 
going to the other extreme, and educa- 
tion would practically be thrown into 
the hands of the officials of the County 
Council, inasmuch, as in consequence of 
the district being so large, it would be 
impossible to get representatives from 
the small scattered parts to attend at 
the central place. 


Mr. ABELTHOMAS (Carmarthenshire, 
I.) said he should vote for the Amend- 
ment because he had always believed in 
School Boards, and the nearest approach 
to them they would now be able to get 
would} be the Rural District Council 
when it became the education authority. 
He agreed that gentlemen at present 
elected to those bodies had not much to 
do. But if they were given the power 
of managing theschools in their districts 
they would have much more to do, and 
the elections from that time forth would 
take place very much in the same way 
and on the same principle as at present 
prevailed in regard to School Board 
elections. He did not believe that any 
authority under the Bill would ever be 
nearly as useful as even a conntry School 
Board, but in the hope of getting some- 
thing as nearly useful as possible as the 
old School Boards he should support the 
Amendment. 


‘Mr. CORRIE GRANT thought th: 
fact that rural School Board areas were 
usually restricted to a single parish had 
tremendously hampered the work of the 
rural School Boards. He did not Say 
that the work of the rural School Boards 
had been universally satisfactory. He 
was prepared to admit that there was 
no worse education authority than a 
rural School Board composed entirely of 
small farmers. who hated only one thing 
more than education and that was a 
rate. He knew of arural School Board, 
which, when threatened with the with- 
drawal of the grant unless their schools 
were made more eflicient, said privately 
amongst themselves, after the Inspector's 
visit “‘Let us wait until the grant is 
actually withdrawn, and then we will 

Mr. J. Acron Thomas. 
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be able to see how little we need do to 
improve the education and get the 
grant.” But while there could be no 
general argument in favour of rural 
School Boards, there were many such 
Boards which, especially when elected in 
comparatively large parishes and by 
labourers who took an interest in educa- 
tion, had done work every whit as good 
as that done in the big towns. Was it 
wise ot the Government to kill the 
educational efficiency they already had 
in these rural districts? Ought they 
not .rather to encourage it! When 
these localities passed under the control 
of the County Councils the difficulty 
would be that in the great agricultural 
districts there would not be that local 
control which was so essential to the 
success of education. A much more 
effective control would be exercised if 
the Government gave the rural District 
Councils a direct interest in the 
work. At present these councils had 
very little work to do; what they had 
was largely of a routine character and it 
would be an advantage to give them 
something which would stir them 
up. The Amendment as it stood was 
doubtless a difficult one to accept, because 
it needed much more to make it really 
effective. But the Government ought 
to have taken these poor rural districts 
into consideration when framing the 
sill. One of the problems in rural 
districts was to find education for the 
higher standards. In an ordinary village 
with 100 children, there would not be 
more than three or four in the sixth and 
seventh standards, and there was no 
possible chance of those children getting 
the sort of competitive examination to 
be obtained ina big school. If parishes 
could be combined, and the children 
carried from the village to the school, as 
was done in America, really effective 
education in the higher standards might 
be given. The Government had not 
attempted to make any arrangement of 
educational machinery which would give 
a really effective area for rural districts, 
and enable them to get managers or 
committees who would have a_ real 
interest in the education of their respec- 
tive districts. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) was sorry the Bill did not make 
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it possible to group together small vil- 
lages for the purposes of forming « good 
educational authority. ‘The rural Dis- 
trict Councils, as a rule, were not the 
kind of body to which one would like to 
entrust the education of rural districts, 
their strongest feeling being that they 
must keep down the rates. He hoped 
that, in the course of the discussion on 
that Bill, there might be an opportunity 
afforded for bringing into the authority 
for educational purposes local representa- 
tives such as members of Parish 
Councils. ‘The rural districts consisted of 
areas separated from one another, and 
in themselves were not very well suited 
to the work. ; 
local government had received a very 
small impetus in 
He should be sorry to leave to those 
bodies a question of such vital interest as 
While he could not support 
this Amendment, he hoped they would 
have the rural district areas placed on a 
better footing. 


They were areas in which 


a pre mwressive sense. 


edu ation. 


(5.0.) Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, 
Louth) said he represented a large 
agricultural Division, and he disagreed 
with some of the remarks made on the 
Opposition side of the House in reference 
to the administrative work of rural 
School Boards. In his Division there 
were some eight or ten School Board 
managed by farmers who were excellent 
men of great administrative ability, and 
he could assure the Committee that it 
Was olten an intellectual treat to address 
and be present at meetings in the little 
villages. He disagreed 
ulso with what had been said by 
some preceding speakers, as to the in- 
efliciency of education in small villages. 
The public spirit oi the — villages 
in parts of Lincolnshire to which he 
alluded. where the education had for the 
last thirty years been in the hands of 
the School Board, was clearly distinet 
from villages where the education during 
that long period had been under the 
control of one or two voluntary school 
While he regretted that 
there was no power for grouping the 
villages together he should vote tor the 
Amendment, on the ground that a 
rural District Council was in its constitu- 
tion the nearest approach that they 
could get under the Bill to the body 


progressl\ t 


anagers. 
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which had hitherto, particularly in his 
own division, managed the educational 
interests in some of the villages so 


admirably, viz., the rural School Boards. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk. N.W.), 
drew attention to his own county, which 
contained a population of 500,000 with 
two county boroughs, and one borough 
above10.000, which would be taken out of 
the population. Therefore the County 
Co neil had to administer over an area 
extending perhaps seventy miles, and 
containing 150 Schoo! Boards and 350 
voluntary schools. His contention was 
that it would be utterly impossible to 
administer with anything like ciliciency 
the educational wants of so large an 
area. They were not told in the Bill 
whether there were to be morethan one 
education authority for the whole county. 
‘ authorities 
were to be multiplied in the form of 
district authorities the difficulty would be 
partially removed, although even then the 
( ounty Council itself would have to deal 
with the confirmation of the acts of t 
But he fel that the 


ds of the ¢ ountyv Council, 


Of course. it the educational 


educational authority. 
work inthe 

; . 
unless it were centred in much smaller 





bodies, would he quite 


It was said that the 


in por ible for 
them to deal with. ald 
district councillors were not we \] suited 
for the w ork of education. With that he 





largely agreed, but he submitted that they 
were very much the ELT 1 divi luals who 
composed the County Councils in many 
instances : and, therefore, if one was un- 
suited for carrving on educational work 
it was also a charge brought au inst the 
other. But if the District (‘ouncils were 
made education authorities, they might 
perhaps have different persons on them 


people more interested in education, and 
he saw in this a means of getting repre 
sentatives from ditkerent classes from those 
who at present composed the County 
Councils. The direct representativ' 3 of 
the working classes, whose children m: inky 
attended these schools, were not likely to 
get upon the education authorities which 
would be formed under the Bill, whereas 
inthe District Council they might possibly 
get some representatives on those bodies. 
While there were many difficulties from 
the education point of view, there was 
very much to be said for a change in the 
Bill such as was now proposed, and even 
if it were inconsistent with some further 
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parts of the Bill, if it were felt to be a 
desirable change, then the Bill could be 
made consistent with the Amendment. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire Mid), in supporting the Amendment, 
said he had never been able to see why one 
district had been put down as an urban 
district and another as a rural district. 
There was simply a hard and fast line. 
The Local Government Board, under the 
public Health Act of 1875, had a right 
to give the powers of urban districts to 
rural districts where desired ; they were 
constantly giving that right and it was 
very seldom that the Local Government 
board retused to grant urban districts 
that right when they asked for it. That 
was a sufficient reason for voting for the 
Amendment. They had urged that the 
proper plan would be to take their 
country districts generally and say what 
should be the education: il distriets with- 
out relerence to what the 
were now. He desired to give 
instances trom the county of Glamorgan to 
show that he was entirely sound in his 
argument in support of the Amendment. 
There was the urban district of Neath 
with a considerable population and the 
rural district of Neath with a population 
ot 27,000. Everybody who knew that 
district knew that there was no proper 
distinction that could be made between 
the Neath rural district and Neath urban 


} “oe 
pounaar4ries 


some 
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district so far as size and rateable value 
were concerned. How could the Govern- 
ment expect them to assent to the 
proposition when they were going on 
the one hand, merely because they 
happen to be called an urban district, to 
make them the educational authority, 
whereas on the other hand, in the case 
of the rural district, they deprived them 
ot this local autonomy with regard to edu- 
cation. ‘There was another point to which 
he wished to call attention. There wasan 
urban district in Pontardawe, which had 
an acreage of 57,000, a population of 
26,000 and a rateable value of £92,000. 
They had also the rural district of 
Pontardawe, with an acreage of 34,000, 
a population of 20,000, anda rateable 
value of £73,000. There ‘were also 
various other instances of the same kind 
and he defied anybody to urge any 
definite or even a plausible reason why, in 
the one case they were giving autonomy 
to the urban council, and retusing it to 
the rural council. The Government 
had taken haphazard these areas and 
drawn a hard-and-fast line, and there- 
fore he should be happy to go into the 
favour of the Amendment of 
friend. 


lobby in 
his hon. 


(5.15.) Question put. 
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Mr. Brynmor Jones and 
Sir Edward Strachey. 
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(9.30.) Mr. CHANNING said that the 
Amendment he had on the 
to leave out “twenty” and insert 
“ten.” There might be, he suid, certain 
technical and administrative points in 
Which boroughs required more considera- 
sia than urban districts ; but for the 
purposes education it seemed to him 
that the te av districts stood on precisely 
the same footing as the boroughs. ‘The 
Bill as it stood give to every municipal 
10,000 inhabitants 

to decide its own educational 
If that was just he failed to see 
why similar considerations ought not to 
be accorded to urban districts with 
numerically the population. In 
his own constituency there was the 
urban district of Wellingborough with 
a population of 19,000, and another 
urban district with a population of 
13,000, rapidly growing. Why should 
these places not have local autonomy in 
regard to education as .well as muni- 
cipal boroughs? In these towns there 
were highly efficient School Boards, 
there was a_ strongly 
educational spirit, and splendid schools 
had been built at great cost to the rates 


Pa per was 


borough containing 
the right 
future. 


same 
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W. Bromwich Young, Samnel 
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AUNES) Yoxall, James Henry 
Maxwell, 
ir Benjamin 


Sir John M. 


—_ FOR THE NOES 


Charles Hedley * William Walrond an 


Mr. Anstruther. 
Chic hester) 


and the School Boards had 
again and again been re elected to carry 
out this policy. He had himself been 
called on to fill the place of the Vice- 
President on opening, in Wellingborough, 
one of the most admirably designed and 
splendidly equipped Board Schools in the 
Midlands. Yet such towns were called 
upon to surrender their local inde- 
pendence. At Wellingborough there was 
a technical institute, a grammar school, 
and a third grade modern school. He 
entirely agreed that the town and the 
county should be co-ordinated in regard 
to education, and especially as regards 
secondary education ; but he maintained 
that if such towns were refused local 
educational autonomy, the highest in- 
terests of education would not be served. 
Inthe county o Kent, represented so 
worthily by his right hon, friend the 
Member for Dartford, there were urban 
districts like Dartford itself, with nearly 
19,000 inhabitants, Bexley, Northfleet, 
with nearly the same population, and 
Sheerness, with nearly 19,000, an im- 
portant seaport town, all of which had 
highly efficient School Boards and had 
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themselves for the development of educa- 
tion; and yet the Bill as it stood would 
exclude them from having local educa- 
tional autonomy, while the little borough 
of Faversham, which had never formed a 
School Board or shown the slightest wish 
to make sacrifices for education would 
be a separate authority. The same 
argument applied to many urban districts 
in the West Riding of Yorkshire, in the 
counties of Durham, Warwick, Stafford, 
and Derby, in many of which there 
were at present School Boards, and where 
the population took a very active in 
terest in education. In many of these 
the population was just under 20,000, 
but they excluded, while small 
boroughs like Durham would be left 
autonomous. There was one point of 
supreme interest to which he wished to 
allude and which it was most important 
toclear up. The Urban District Councils 
which had powers as to Part IIT under 
this Bill would change their rating basis 
from the poor law rating 
basison which their present School Board 
rates were levied to the rating basis 
under the Public Health Act under which 
there were heavy exemptions. He would 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he could deal with this question 
and make the basis of rating uniform. 


were 


basis, the 


Tue CHAIRMAN said that the ques- 
tion of then under 
discussion, and the hon. Gentleman was 
therefore not in order. 


rating was not 


Mr. CHANNING said he hoped to 
have nother opportunity of eX] ressing 
an opinion on that point. He would 
merely ask the right hon. Gentleman, 
in view of the absolute impossibility of 
drawing a distinction between the urban 
districts and the municipal boroughs, 
whether he would give favourable con- 
sideration to the Amendment. Ile 
begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“in page 1, line 11, to leave out the word 
* and insert the word ‘ten.’ ”—-(1/7. 


, 
Channing.) 


(Question proposed, “That the word 
‘twenty stand part of the clause.” 
WALTER 
doubt 


(5.45.) Mr. 
there was no 


LONG | said 


it was largely 
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true, as had been said by the 
hon. Gentleman, that it was difficult 
in the case of this Amendment to dis- 
tinguish between many of these boroughs 
and urban districts, and if it had been 
possible to deal with the matter by way 
of selection in these particular cases, 
it would have been a more just method. 
But that was impossible. All that the 
Government could do was to follow 
precedents, and deal with this matter on 
the general lines of the policy proposed in 
the Bill. 
had been to avoid, as far as possible, the 
multiplication of separate areas, and leave 
the question in the hands of the County 
Councils, except in the case of specific 
boroughs. He did not agree that Urban 
District Councils were more progressive 
in this matter than Borough Couneils. 
He did not hesitate to say that in the 
majority of the boroughs there was 


The object of the Government 


a 
keener and more active interest in local 
life and a 


sponsibility 


more gencral 

than would be 
urban district Urban 
District Council. But the Comninittee 
must remember that there was a very 


feeling of re- 
found in an 
eoverned hy an 


vreat difference between a borough and 
an urban district. The corporation of a 
borough represented the whole of the 
local life of the 
District 


sanitary 


borough, an Urban 
Council only dealt with the 
requirements ot the district. 
There was all the difference in the world 
hetween the local position and the 
responsibility of a chairman of an Urhan 
District Council, and that of the mavor 
of a borough and the corporation over 
which he presided. If the Government 
were going to put an entirely new law on 
the country with regard to this matter, 
such a suggestion as that made by 
rentlemen in his Amendment 
would perhaps be practicable ; 
case they had to take the boroughs as 
they found them. In the Act of 
certain exceptions were made in favo 






the hon. 


but in this 


ISA 





of boroughs which were not made ia the 
case of other councils. He did not sug 
gest that the distinction was one which 
could he defended on veneral logical 
grounds, but, on general poliey, it 
was very desirable that this distinction 
should be made. 


*Sirn WALTER FOSTER said he was 
sorry to hear the 
made by the 
Government 


announcement just 
President of the Local 
Board. He regretted the 








1439 Education 


right hon. Gentleman had not had the 


courage in this case to create a pre- 
cedent. He did not agree with the 
view the right hon. Gentleman had 


taken as to the progressiveness of the 
boroughs ; he believed the Urban District 
Councils were infinitely more progressive, 
and it was only natural that they should 
be. The boroughs were, as a rule, com- 
munities which had not increased with the 
times, but the Urban District Councils were 
young and vigorous communities which 
had been created in growing industrial 
and other localities. He knew instances 
where the Urban District Councils were 


so interested in the question of educa- | 
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tion and had such efficient secondary | 
schools that the people of the neighbour- | 


ing boroughs sent their children there 


for the purposes of higher education. 
These urban districts of over 10,000 
population were in many instances 


| siderably higher. 


not only good administrators of —pri- | 


mary education and paid high school 
rates, but paid for and administered 
secondary and technical education, which 
showed they were excellent adminis- 
trators of public work. He did 
think the right hon. Gentleman should 
suegest that they did nothing else 
except look after the sanitary condition 
of the district. 


not | p- A ‘ 
| Bill by assenting to this Amendment. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he did not | 


suggest anything of the sort. What he | 
said was that they were the sanitary | 
authority and had no general powers. 
They did their work admirably. He | 
only disputed the fact of their being 
better local bodies than the Borough 
Councils. 


it was given to them by fresh legisla- 
tion. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER pointed out 
that in many eases Urban District 
Councils had come to the House for special | 


powers. and having obtained them | 
had used them well. Many lighted | 
their districts better than the great | 


city of London was lighted, for instance. | 
Surely these local bodies for which he | 
was now pleading as educational bodies 
deserved sympathy. Many of the 
School Boards in the small urban dis- | 
tricts as efficient as any in the| 
country, when there was. ecduca- | 
that 


were 

and 

tional enthusiasm of 
Sir I} “alte r Foster. 


Bill. 1440 
among those who administered educa- 
tion, and were anxious to promote 
the educational efficiency of the country, 
this power should not be taken from 
them. He thought it was retrograde 
to take away from them the authority 
to promote education in their locality.” 


(5.58.) Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE 
Somersetshire, E.) said it was easy to pick 
out cases of progressive Urban District 
Councils, and argue from those that the 
number controlling the education of 
the district should be smaller than that 
mentioned in the Bill. But it was 
equally easy to pick out backward 
boroughs, and argue that they should 
make the number not lower, but con- 
It was not surprising 
that the hon. Gentleman, who had 
opposed everything that was done by 
the County Councils, should now con- 
tend that Urban District Councils would 
make far better local authorities than 
the County Councils. But he would be 
surprised if the Government further 
whittled away the principle of their 


He thought that they had gone far 
enough already. After all, the local 
authorities must delegate the manage- 
ment and control of their schools. To 
his knowledge, wherever County Councils 
saw local enthusiasm in edueation, 
they were only too happy to encourage 
it, and to put as much power as they 


| possibly could into the hands of the 


m ; | education, 
They could not do this work, | education 


because they had not the power, unless | 


local authorities. Where these bodies 
had rated themselves highly for local 
there the wise County 
Councils had met them with an equal 
grant out of the whisky money to show 
their appreciation of the excellent work 
they had done. The whole position of 
education would be far better surveyed 
by the larger authority in the interests 
both of the urban and the country 
districts. ; 


*Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W. R., 
Elland), as one who agreed with the 
general principle of the Government's 
scheme, municipalising education, urged 
that as the Bill stood it would de- 
stroy the present keenness for edu- 
eation which existed under the 
School Boards in many urban districts. 


kind | There was only one urban district in the 
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West Riding of over 20,000 population, 
but there were twenty-six with less 
than 20,000, and many of those twenty- 
six urban districts were extremely im- 
portant places. With regard to these 
important authorities, he desired to ask 
what the effect would be. The managers 
would be exclusively chosen in future by 
the grace of the County Council,and con- 
sequently all local interest would fade. 
There were many on the Liberalside of the 
House who were in favour of the general 
control by the municipalities as against an 
ud hoe authority, but they were not 
satisfied with the provisions of this Bill 
as it stood. Ii, however, the Govern- 
ment were to say that, while keeping 
the County Council as the controlling 
authority, they would allow the local 
authority to select the greater part of 
the managers of the schools, and so 
maintain local keenness, then many Mem- 
bers on his side would refuse to support 
the Amendment, and would be ready to 
bring even the whole of the non-county 
boroughs and the whole of the urban 
districts under the county authority. 


Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton) 
said the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board had informed the Committee 
that there was greater local life in 
boroughs than in urban districts. The 
right hon. Gentleman did not state 
the reason for it, but the reason 
was not far to seek. Greater responsi- 
bility was placed on the shoulders 
of the boroughs, and people took 
greater interest in local affairs because 
of the greater responsibility placed upon 
them. He supported the Amendment on 
that ground, and because he thought that 
in the matter of elementary education 
they wanted the support of the people. 
Nobody would take any interest in 
elementary education until they had 
some interest in the control of it, and 
this Amendment was to take the re- 
sponsibility off the County Councils and 
place it in the hands of these small 
borough and District Councils. As a 
County Councillor, he felt that a great 
burden was going to be placed on the 
County Councils. Every County Coun- 
cillor was not such a whale for work as the 
hon. Member for East Somerset seemed 
to be, and he thought this burden should 
not be cast upon them against their will. 
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At the present moment the most im 
portant thing for the country was 
secondary education, which had rightly 
been placed on the County Councils, and 
if this burden of elementary education 
was cast upon them he felt the secondary 
education would go to the wall. 


*Tuk CHAIRMAN | said the hon. 
Member was taking a general view; he 
must confine his remarks strictly to the 
Amendment. 


Mr. ASHTON said he was only 
anxious to shew the reason why in his 
opinion these local authorities should be 
reduced to a size consistent with efficient 
work. There was another reason why 
the authorities should be smaller than 
those proposed by the Bill. He believed 
if they were to have local interest in 
education they must give the people of 
the locality control over education. 
Instead of that, they were giving the 
control to the County Councils, which 
would delegate the elementary education 
in districts to a Committee which had 
no knowledge whatever of the needs 


of the various districts. The result 
would be either that they would 
nominate some of their own body, 


men not elected for educational purposes, 
or they would be selected on sectarian 
grounds. It was more especially on the 
ground of the necessity of local interest 
that he pressed his case for the smaller 
local authorities. People could not be 
driven into taking an interest in educa- 
tion; they must be led; and the great 
need of the country was that they 
should be led to take that interest. 
Under the voluntary school system the 
interest in education had heen very 
small. He could quote two boroughs; 
in one there was nothing but voluntary 
schools, and the interest taken in ele- 
mentary education was practically nil. 
The inhabitants had been accustomed to 
a few people keeping up the schools, and 
they had never taken that active interest 
which an appeal to the pocket always 
aroused. The other was the borough of 
Luton, where, with a most excellent 
School Board, the interest of the people 
in education was quite phenomenal, 
simply because they had the control of 
their own educational system. For the 
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reason that he desired to see the local 
areas reduced he should support the 
Amendment. 


(6.18.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Car- 
narvon Boroughs) said the question here 
was not whether or not they were in 
favour of one authority. That principle 
had been thrown over by the Govern- 
ment, and they ought now to proceed on 
some logieal, reasonable, and practical 
system. Why should not a man be con- 
sidered just as fit to manage his own 
school whether he lived in one district or 
in another with half the population ? 
The President of the Local Government 
Board had said that the Town Councils 
had had greater experience, that they 
had more important functions to dis- 
charge, and were therefore better 
equipped for the purpose. It was not 
necessary to point to individual or excep- 
tional cases ; the question for the Com 





. ! 
mittee was whether as a rule the urban 


districts of 15.000 were not more pro- 


gressive and enterprising and prepared 
to spend more money on the develope- 
ment ol local institutions than the sleepy 
old boreughs of 10,000 inhabitants. 
Reference had been made to four dis- 
triets in Itent—one of which was Faver- 
sham. Who ever heard of anything 
Favers| iti had done for technical or 
even prin arv education which had been 
quo ed as an ex mple for other boroughs 
to follow ! in the same county there 
were progressive little towns of 15,000 
which w not incorporated, doing their 
best for « i and vet Faversham, 


which di to he an autono 





+ +} : - 
mous cistr he s¢ obone) were 


Faver 


Mar. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) : 


sham li Sa COl iplete SVStcClil. 


at might 
Then 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said t! 


be, but it was a defective system, 

there was the case of Penarth, a very 
intelligent and progressive suburl of 
Cardiff, [t had a population of about 


15,000, but it would not be autonomous, 
the same 
compared 


whereas, other boroughs in 
county, which eould not be 
with it in the sacrifices they made for 
municipal institutions, would be allowed 
to control their own schools under this 
Bill. The provision also made a differ- 
ence in rating between the man in a 


Mr. Ashton. 
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town of 10,000 and the man in an urban 
district of 15,000. In the town he 
would be rated on the basis of the 
public health, and in the urban district 
on the basis of the county rate. He 
objected altogether to that distinction, 
and would be glad to know on what 
ground it was defended by the Govern- 
ment. 


*Mr. H.J. WILSON (Yorkshire, W. R., 
Holmfirth) desired to support the posi- 
tion taken by the hon. Member for the 
Elland Division with regard to the 
schools in the West Riding of Yorkshire. 
He knew some of the districts extremely 
well, and fully agreed as to the zeal for 
education shown by the School Boards, 
and the excellent work they were doing 
in those places. There was no reason 
why they should be put at a disadvan 
tage, as compared with such bcroughs as 
those to which the hon. Member for 
Carnarvon had referred. In the West 
Riding, at all events, a cruel wrong and 
injustice would be done if these thriving, 
Vigorous districts were not given a fair 
chance to curry: on the excellent work 


they had been doing so well in the past 


Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) asked what was the 
real distinction drawn by the Govern 
ment between the capacity and in 
capacity of a community — because 
happened to be A. sort 
of theological element was being intro 


incorporated ! 
duced in the matter. The sacred prin 
ciple of the one authority had heen 
abandoned, so that what might be 
called the moral character of the 
Bill was entirely 
day some new authorits was 
discovered, and each one tended to crib, 
cabin, and confine the single authority. 
But why among this multitude of 
authorities should these  inviduous 
distinctions be introduced? The right 
hon. Gentleman seemed to think that his 
ingenious statements were answers. 


changed. very 


In ing 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have not 
spoken on this Amendment. 


Sire WILLIAM HARCOURT | said 
there was a difference between an answer 
and a statement which evaded the point. 
Why should a community, simply be 


cause it was incorporated, be more 
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capable of discharging the duties under 
this Bill than one which was not incor- 
porated? If the right hon. Gentleman 
would give them an answer, and also 
give the grounds for arriving at that 
conclusion, he would be throwing more 
light upon the subject than it had yet 
received. 


*°6.30.) Mr. CORRIE GRANT 
thought the question before the Com- 
mittee at the present moment seemed 
to be a very narrow one. It was not 
now a question as to what was the best 
area for educational administration. but 
simply a question between boroughs and 
district councils. Why where district 
councils to be treated 100 per cent. worse 
than boroughs? The President of the 
Local Government Board said that in his 
wide experience he found that boroughs 
were better for the work of administra- 
tion than Urban District Councils. He 
also stated that boroughs had wider 
powers than Urban District Councils. He 
wished to know what were the powers 
which ordinary boroughs por sessed which 
were not possessed by Urban District 
Councils ? The main distinctions were 
that the boroughs had a mayor and 
aldermen. and that women could not he 
elected ona Town Council, while they were 
eligible for election to an Urban District 
Council. The only power that some 
boroughs had was the control of their 
police, but the small boroughs almost 
invariably h d their police controlled by 


the counties. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: There is no 
limitation practically to the expenditure by 
but an Urban District 


a Corporation, bu 
bv statute, and every 


) 
Council is linited 
penny it spends is subjected to the audit 
of the Local Board. 
Boroughs above 10,9000 inhabitants have 
the right, and in many eases exercise 
that right, to employ their own police, 
and make their own police arrangements, 
while Urban District Councils have not 
that richt. 


Government 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT thought the 
right hon. Gentleman had strengthens 
his argument. 
ingto him, were competent to do their 


*( 
Those be rroughs, aecord- 


own work, and ought to be distinguished 
from the Urban District Councils, ‘The 
| FOURTH SERIES. | 
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general proposition made by the right 
hon. Gentleman was not supported by 
the cases he had given. The point of the 
audit was distinctly against the right 
hon. Gentleman. Surely he did not 
maintain that the audit of the boroughs 
was better than the audit of the Local 
Government Board ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG : The audit of the 
boroughs is a totally different thing 
altoyether. In the urban districts the 
audit is held to ascertain whether the ex- 
penditure has been according to law. 


*MIrn. CORRIE GRANT said the right 
hon. Gentleman’s contention again sup- 
ported his argument. The audit in a 
borough was made by auditors appointed 
by the Town Council of the borough, 
and he would appeal to any hon. Mem- 
ber who had had any experience of the ad- 
ministration of public bodies, to cont rm 
his statement that an audit in an urban 
district council wasa better audit than 
in the boroughs. He challenged the 
right hon, Gentleman for an illustration 
of powers. What the right hon, Gentle- 
man said was that these small boroughs 
had wider powers than the Urban District 
Councils. In eases where Urban District 
Councils had been asking for a Charter 
if Incorporation, the answer given to 
them was, as a rule, that they could do 
everything as an Urban District Council 
which they would be able to do as a 
borough, the difference being merely that 
in tne case of a horough they would have 
a& mavor, aldermen, and councillors, but 
they would not have any additional 
effective instruments of administration. 
The right hon. Gentleman's experience 
in matters of this kind was far wider 
than that of any other person in’ the 
Louse. The Local Government Board 
experience of 


Was constantly having 
authorities who would not act up to 
then powers, and they had to be forced 
on by the Local Government Board, 
more especially in sanitary matters. He 
should like to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board if he found the 
horoughs more ready and progressive in 
sanitary administration than urban dis- 
tricts? Then there was the further 
argument that Urban District Coancils 
were, not entirely, but very largely, the 
natural extensions of the big towns. 
Often they fringed round the big cities, 
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and got a great deal of effective work | 
from men whose business was in the 
city, but who lived in the surrounding | 
district. 
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see why urban districts should not be 
equally protected with municipal 
boroughs. He thought it could not be 


In this case, surely there could | denied by any Member of the House that 


be no argument for putting a higher | jt was perfectly absurd that an Urban 


limit to population in urban districts | 
than in boroughs. The hon. Member for 
South Somerset did not justify the dis- 
tinction made between the two. Now 
that the Committee had accepted 10,000 
for boroughs, he thought they ought to 
accept the same number for Urban Dis- 
trict Councils. 


Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick): I do not propose to} 
elaborate the points which have been | 
already put to the Committee, with con- | 
siderable force, on behalf of this rr 

| 
| 
| 


| 





ment, but one cannot have listened to 
the debate for the last few hours without 
drawing one or two morals. [ should 
think that the Government must be 
rather disheartened now about the pro- 
visions of their own clause. If this 
proviso is to work the same mischief in 
practice as it has done in debate, the | 
worst apprehensions of those who dis- 
like it will be more than realised. The | 
hon. Member for East Somerset spoke | 
of this as a compromise made in the 
interests of peace. All I can say is that | 
it has not brought peace hitherto. It | 
is quite true, as my hon. friend behind | 
me has said, that this is a narrow point. 


j 


But it is really the fault of the Govern- | 


ment for taking such a narrow view in 
resisting this Amendment. It is 
resistance which they are offering to this 
Amendment that has introduced this 
narrowness into the debate. The right 
hon. Gentleman says that the Govern- 
ment have not abandoned their principle 


the | 


District Council representing 19,000 
should not have the powers in the matter 
of education which were possessed by a 
borough of 10,000 because it happened 
to have a Charter dating back to the 
time of Charles I. Hon. Members were 
aware that it was very difficult for urban 
districts to get a Charter. As represent- 
ing urban rural districts, he was bound 
to support an Amendment which would 
place Urban Districts Councils upon the 
same footing as Municipal Councils. 


Mr. M‘'KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board had brought procedent into 
the question in supporting the proposal 
in the Bill. He challenged the right hon. 
Gentleman to name a single precedent 
in any Act of Parliament for what was 
proposed in regard to urban districts of 
20,000 inhabitants. So far as he knew 
there was not a jot or tittle of founda- 
tion for the statement that there was 
precedent for the proposal. The Gentle- 
man at the head of the Local Govern- 
ment Board ought to be more qualified 
than others to distinguish between the 
duties of Borough Councils and Urban 
District Councils. The right hon. Gentle. 
man had stated that the Urban Distriet 
Councils had only sanitary duties. He 
was entirely mistaken. If he would take 
the trouble to look up the Public Health 
Act, he would find that they had powers 


|far beyond mere sanitary matters. He 


of one authority. They may not have | would find that in all essential parti- 


abandoned it, but 


they have made aj cularsthe modern Urban District Council 


breach in it, and have opened it to} had identically the same powers and 


attack. Personally, I do not like the 


, duties as a Municipal Corporation. There 


proviso, and the Amendment, I think, | was no reason for making this distinction 


will make it worse. But the real authors 
of the Amendment are the Government 
themselves, for thev are responsible for 


having got themselves into this narrow | the 


position. Unless the Government are 
prepared to reconsider their position with 
regard to the whole of the proviso, they 
cannot be surprised that attempts will 
be made to force upon their attention 
the logical conelusion of their own action. 


(6.45.) CoLtoneL PRYCE-JONES 
(Montgomery Boroughs) said he did not 


Mr. Corrie Grant. 





between boroughs and urban districts. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said 
proposal in the Bill would have 
a peculiar effect in his own con- 
stituency. The township of Stonehouse, 
which was an urban district, with a 
population of 15,000, had educational 
facilities in the way ot board schools. 
The inhabitants took great interest in 
the school board elections, but what 
would happen under this Bill? The 
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educational interests of this urban 
district would be turned over to the 


management of gentlemen at some 
distance from the place, and he did 
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divided. Under the Technical Instruc- 
tion Act, 1889, an urban authority was 
in the same position as a Borough Council. 
What reason could be suggested for de- 





not think that would be for the 

advantage of the schools. He gave in 1889, and 
this particular illustration to show 

what would be the effect in his own of 
constituency, but it should be borne 


population of 10,0002 


parting from the policy of Parliament 


drawing this distinction 


between a borough with a population 
10,000 and an urban district with a 


The 


argument 


in mind that this ease was not singular, Big — “2 gone In ge 
ee ot abolishin 1at distinction, ar 
and that there were anomalies of a 8 . ind he 
ep should vote for the Amendment. 
similar character in other places. He 
would support the Amendment. (6 58.) Question put. 
Mr. BRYCE said he desired to put a The Committee divided :—Aves. 284: 


single point to the Committee before they 
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(7.15.) Sir EDWARD GREY said he 


wished to move an Amendment to omit | 
insert 


the word “shall’’ in order to 
‘may with the consent of the council of 
the county,” which, he admitted, would 
affect the operation of the entire proviso, 
because instead of its being absolute it 
would be conditional. It was decided 
in the first part of the clause that the 
authority for education should be the 
County Council. His hon. friend the 
Member for North Camberwell pre- 
ferred an ad hoe authority altogether, 


but he did not agree with him. 
However, ne would rather have an 


absolutely a/ hoe authority supreme in 
its area than the compromise which was 
now proposed. What he wished to ensure 
wis that the County Council should have 
atair chance if it was to be the educational 
authority, and that holes should not be 
made in its area without its consent. The 
First Lord of the Treasury admitted that 
the proviso would operate differently in 
different areas, and that in some areas 
it would impoverish the County Council be- 
eause it would detach the richer districts 
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out: but if it were to operate like that , 


the County Council ought to be the judge. 
He was quite prepared to admit that in 
some areas the proviso might work well, 
but some elasticity should be introduced. 
[t might be argued that without the 
proviso the County Council would be 
overburdened and not fit to manage 
education, but, in his opinion, the County 
Council would be far more competent 
than the authority in a borough or 
an urban district. At any rate the 
County Council should have power to 


delegate its authority as much as it 
pleased. Even if this proviso were 
eliminated altogether, the County | 


Council would still have ample power 


to delegate authority, and set up 
machinery wherever it pleased. The | 


hon. Member for South Islington argued | L : ; 
ember for South Ishi gton argu | ‘shall, and insert the words ‘may, with the 


} consent of the Council of the county.’ 9__( Sip 
| Kdivard Gre y) 


that the Committee should be most care- 
ful to preserve any authorities which 
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were doing good work, and he defended 
the proviso on the ground that it would 
ensure the continuance of such work. 
The hon. Member was willing that the 
machinery should go, but he thought that 
the good work which was being done 
should be preserved by the proviso. Why? 
Because in some of the urban districts 
there were men who were trained in 
educational matters and who were 
efficient, active and zealous. He main- 
tained that the County Council should 
not be deprived of the assistance of 
perhaps the most intelligent and keenest 
men in the country. He wished that 
the County Council should have a wide 
choice, and he appealed to the First Lord 
of the Treasury as to whether he would 
not consider the introduction of some 
amount of elasticity into the proviso in 
order to enable it to be accommodated to 
different districts. The County Council 
should be given the option as to whether 
the proviso should be put into opera- 
tion or not. He himself dreaded 
its operation from the point of view of 
edueation, and he was speaking solely 
from that point of view and was not 
considering any particular area. He 
had heard no answer as to the mis- 
chief which the proviso would work in 
certain districts if it were left absolutely 
as it stood. It would be some relief if 
the Vice-President of the Council, who 
had not yet said 4 word on behalf of the 
trusted the right hon. 
Gentleman's attitude of reserve was 
limited to the proviso—would, speaking 
from the point of view of an education- 


proviso — he 


alist, say something which would lessen 
the apprehension which was felt regard- 


| ing it. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Tn page 1, line 11, to leave ont the word 
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Question proposed, “That the word 
‘shall’ stand part of the clause.” 


Eart PERCY (Kensington, 8.) said 
that the Amendment of the hon. 
Baronet was undoubtedly of very great 
importance, and a great deal might be 
said in favour of it. If they had been 
regarding the Bill simply and solely from 
an educational standpoint and no other, 
personally he should have voted against 
the proviso, but he did not vote against 
it because, as practical people, they knew 
very well that if the proviso were cut 
out the chances of the measure becom- 
ing law would be very seriously endan- 
gered. He thought there was a great 
deal of reason in the argument that if 
they cut out the proviso they would lay 
themselves open to the charge of ignor- 
ing the valuable work which had been 
done in urban districts and boroughs in 
the past, which constituted one of the 
greatest guarantees for the — elasticity 
and variation in the educational system 
of the country which it wasso eminently 
desirable maintain. On the other 
hand, by keeping the proviso in, every- 
one would admit that they very seriously 
diminished the authority, the power of 
co-ordinating education, and the finan- 
cial resources of the central authority ; 
and. it him that the com- 
promise suggested by the hon. Baronet 
opposite afforded a very reasonable basis 
on which they might agree. It laid 
down the assumption that, other things 
being equal, the smaller areas should 
have a certain claim to autonomy, and 
on the other hand it left the absolute 
decision of that question to the central 
authority. He hoped, therefore, that if 
the Government could not see their way 
off hand to accept the Amendment, they 
would, at all events, consent to post- 
pone their decision until the Report 


stage. 


to 


seemed to 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he had voted 
against the proviso because it cut clean 
across the face of theone authorityscheme, 


and gave no fewer than 327 authorities. | 


The Amendment, however, as the noble 
Lord had said, provided a compromise 
which might enable them toagree. The 
longer the discussion went on the fewer 
appeared to be wedded to theoneauthority 
scheme, and he believed that in the end, 
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he himself would be its sole active sup- 
porter. He thought, however, he had 
the Vice-President with him, though the 
right hon. Gentleman would not admit 
it. The aim of the Vice-President in 
1896 and of many hon. Members at 
present was that the County Council 
should be paramount. It could consider 
the general educational needs of the 
county, and decide whether a particular 
borough or urban district should, or 
shou'd not, haveautonomy. The Amend- 
ment provided a compromise between 
the supporters of the one authority 
scheme and hon. Members who con- 
sidered that political expediency required 
the inclusion of the proviso. They could 
not allow, particularly with the option 
in the Bill, a very wealthy small district, 
which might be an old municipal borough 
with a iarge number of endowments, to 
contract itself out of its obligations to- 
wards the whole of the county. Ii the 
County Council had a general controlling 
power it would be in a position to have 
regard for educational efticiency rather 
for political expediency. The acceptance 
of the Amendment would involve no 
particular sacrifice on the part of the 
Government. In 1896 municipal bor- 
oughs of 20,000 inhabitants were only 
admitted under great pressure, and the 
Government then flatly refused urban 
districts of 20,000 inhabitants. He did 
not know whether the Government were 
rather afraid to face the urban districts 
and non-county boroughs if the control 
were given to the County Council. He 
did not know that the urban districts or 
the non-county boroughs would have any 
reason to complain. Why should they 
have absolute autonomy in a matter for 
which they were not prepared to piuy. 
He strongly objected to the smaller 
boroughs being allowed to contract them- 
selves out of their obligations to the 
county, and he appealed to the Govern- 
ment to accept the Amendment as a 
compromise. 


It being half-past Seven of the Clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report progress ; 
again this evening. 
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EVENING SITTING. 


LOAN BILL. 
[THirD READING. ] 
Order for Third Reading read. 


*(9.0) THe CHANCELLOR or THE 
EXCHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks BEACH, 
bristol, W.): At the date of the intro- 
duction of the Budget all the elements in 
the political situation seemed to justify a 
considerable addition to the Estimates for 
the possible continuation of the war. The 
conferences that have been going on for 
several weeks between the Boer repre- 
sentatives and Lerd Milner and Lord 
Kitchener had just commenced ; but on 
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But happily the situation is now changed. 
I find myself able at once to dismiss 
from consideration £16,750,000 which 
I had included in the Budget Estimate, 
and also any idea of asking Parliament 
for any further bo: rowing powers. 

Now I will state what appears to 
me, as far as I can judge, the estimated 
expenditure of the year before us. The 
House will remember that in intro- 
ducing the Budget I put that expendi- 
ture at £174,609,000. I need not dwell 


|on any other items of this total except 


the £40,000,000 taken for the war, 
because all the other items remain 
exactly the same as they were at that 
time. With regard to the £40,000,000 


the very day before the introduction of | taken for the war, I would remind 


the Budget, as hon. Members will see 
from the Papers circulated, a telegram 
was received from South 
the Boer representatives had made _pro- 
posals based on the recognition of the 
independence of the Transvaal and 
Orange Free State, and, judging from 
the tenacity they had shown on a 
former occasion, and the numerous occa- 
sions on which our hopes of the early 
termination of the war had been dis- 
appointed, it was impossible for us, or our 
representatives in South Africa, to take 
a hopeful view of any satisfactory issue 
to the conferences that had begun. I, 
therefore, deemed it to ask 
Parliament at that time to provide fer 
an addition of nearly £17,000,000 to 
the expenditure on the war; and I also 
stated that, assuming that the war con- 
tinued, I should have to come to Par- 
liament for further borrowing powers for 
£12,000,000, in order to finance 


necessary 


Africa that] 


| months, 


the House that it 
maintenance of a full fieid force in 
South Africa for a period of eight 
but it did not provide for 
terminal charges and the maintenance 
of garrisons beyond that time. Now 
the war has lasted for two out of these 
eight months, but the expenditure upon 


provided for the 


‘the war during that time has been 


somewhat larger than the average 
of the estimate because larger rein- 
forcements have been sent out to 


South Africa, both from home and from 
the Colonies, than werecontemplated at the 
timethe estimatewas made. Therefore, we 
have to consider, so to speak, the saving 


| out of the £40,000,000 by the termina- 


tion of the war—I take the expenditure 


at £5,000,000 a month—with about 
£2,000,000 more on the whole time; 
jsay £28,000,000 may be considered 
as, so to speak, saved. But I must 


the | 


Exchequer for the first nine months of | 
the year, in addition to the £32,000,000 | 


included in this” Bill. Besides — this, 
having in mind the condition of the 


money market at the time, and knowing | 


that any hitch, and much more any 
rupture in the negotiations, would involve 


a considerable fall in the price of Consols, | 


I felt it right, in the exercise of my judg- 
ment, at once to issue the loan authorised 
by the Resolution of the House, the 
amount of that loan being, as I may 
remind the House, fixed at a _ point 
which, if the war continued, would pro- 
vide for our permanent borrowing to the 
end of the year, and if it terminated, 
would provide for our temporary needs 


remind the House that it is impos- 
sible at once to commence saving in 
this matter ; time must elapse, and it 
will be some weeks before anything can 
really be done te lessen expenditure 
incurred. Therefore allowance must be 
made for that, though, of course, as 
soon as we received the news on Saturday 
night last, orders were sent to stop all 
expenditure for war purposes that could 
possibly be stopped. But there will still 
be very considerable sums to be devoted 
to military purposes connected with the 
termination of the war. Among these 
will be a _ considerable for the 
gradual demobilisation of the very large 


sum 


also for the first nine months of the year. | force in South Africa, and that involves 
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gratuities, furlough pay, and other 


charges, and, of course, a large sum for 
the transport of troops home or to the 
Colonies, or India or wherever they may 
have to go. Besides this, large provision 
has to be made for horses and supplies 
taken by the military authorities in 
South Africa, payment for which was 
deferred to the close of the war ; reservists’ 
clothing has to be entirely replaced, and 
payment has to be made for stores, 
liability for which has been incurred 
nearly to the full amount included 
in the Estimates. Another important 
item besides which falls on the Army 
Votes, though it is not a_ military 
charge, is the maintenance of a con- 
siderable population in the 
tration camps. Of course, everybody 
will be agreed that as soon as possible 
the people in these camps should be 
returned to their homes, but then we 
must remember that it is now win- 
ter in South Africa, and that in 
many cases homes will have to be 
provided afresh. The House will see 
that considerable sums will have to 
be included in addition to the Estimates, 
which only provided up to September 
next for the maintenance of the Boer 
population now in these camps. 
Finally, of course, provision will have 
to be made for whatever 
it may be considered necessary to leave 
in South Africa for the remainder of the 
year. My right hon. friend the Secre- 
tary for War will as soon as possible place 
a detailed statement on all these matters 
before the T[louse, showing how the 
expenditure as allocated in the Estimates 
already before the House will be devoted 
to the several objects I have alluded to 
and other objects ot a similar nature 
It is only necessary tor me on this 
occasion to say that all of this expendi- 
ture, with the exception of that upon 
the concentration camps, will be purely 
military ; all of it will be expenditure 
necessitated by the war. Now we 


eoncen- 


garrisons 


have 
examined this matter carefully, and 1 
am satisfied that. in the circumstances 
to which I have alluded, and taking into 
consideration all these matters, no less 
asum than the £40,000,000 provided in 
the original Estimate will be required 
for these purposes in the course of the 
present financial year. 

Sir M. Hicks Beueh. 
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Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Can the 


right hon. Gentleman say what will be 
the extent of the garrisons left in South 
Africa ? 


*Sin M. HICKS BEACH: No, Sir; it 
would be entirely premature to make 
any statement on the subject. Of course 
both military and civil authorities on 
the spot will have to be consulted, and 
[ cannot at all say what garrisons may 
be necessary; but, having regard to the 
friendly feeling that appears to exist 
among the people, as we learn, towards 
Lord Kitchener and those who lately 
met as enemies in the field, | hope 
that a few months hence it will not be 


found necessary to have very large 
garrisons. 
Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Does 


the £40,000,000 include the two months 


already gone ! 

*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH: Of course 
the two months are included. Therefore 
| adhere to the figures of the Estimates 
already placed on the Table, making 
£174,609,000, and to this amount I have 
to add three items stated to the House in 
my Budget speech—£750,000 for the 
maintenance of a portion of the South 
African Constabulary ; £750,000, roughly 
speaking, for the interest on the new 
debt: and £250,000 for the proposed 
grant to the West Indies—a total of 
£1,750,000 ; in all, £176,359,000 as the 
estimated expenditure for the year that 
is before us. 


Si WILLIAM HARCOURT: Includ- 


ing the £17,000,000 for contingencies ! 


BEACH: The 
included in the 


“Si M. HICKS 
sV00,000 was never 


£17 
£1 74.609,000. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: It is in 


the £162,000,000. 


*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH: I can assure 
the right hon. Gentleman it was not 
in the £174,609,000. I am not dealing 
with the loan at all. 


Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT: Iam 
very anxious to have this made clear. 
In the copy of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s speech with which he ,has been 
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good enough to supply us, he will find in | 


‘Appendix 3 that the figure £162,901,000 
includes £17,750,000 for “Supplementary 
provision to meet contingencies.”’ 


*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH: The right 
hon. Gentleman is quite mistaken. If 
he will look at page 10 of the speech 
which he holds in his hands, under the 
heading “Estimated Expenditure,” he 
will see that I estimated the expenditure 
ot the year, before I touched on that 
£17,000,000, as £174,609,000. That is 
what [ am alluding to. 

Well, Sir, we have to deal with 
an estimated’ expenditure for the 
year of £176,359,000, Now, I have 


seen suggestions, and one has been 
made to me today, that we should 


not proceed with the proposals for new 
taxation. Very well. Let me take for a 


moment the estimated yield to the 
revenue of the taxes on the old basis 
as it existed last year. That would 

£147,785,000. If you deduct 


147,785,000 from the expenditure of 
176,359,000, you will find a deficit for 
he year of £28,57 4,000, or if the Sinking 
Fund is suspended in round numbers 
£24,000,000, if the right hon. and 
hon. Gentlemen will put the loan out of 
their minds for a moment and suppose 
that any Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had come down to this House and pro 
posed a Budget for the year showing a 
deficit of £24,000,000, and hail not pro- 
posed to increase taxation at all, but had 
proposed to borrow the whole of that 
sum, | wonder what would have been 
suid? Why. Sir, if there has been one 
eritic who has been unsparing in his 
condemnation of me because | have not, 
as he called it, squared account, because 
[ had borrowed for the war a larger 
proportion of the expenditure than he 
thought I ought to have borrowed, and 
had levied from taxation less than he 
thought 1 ought to have levied, it has 
been the hon. Member for East Edin- 
burgh. 

“Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): 


' 


hear ! 


he 
£ 
£ 
t 


Hear, 


*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH: I am glad 
the hon. Member cheers that. And vet 
the hon. Member suggested to me today 
that in such circumstances as | have 
stated I should give up the new taxes. 
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No, Sir, he did not suggest that I should 
give them all up; he suggested only that I 
should give up that part of them to which 
he particularly objects. Will hon. Mem- 
bers do me the justice in this matter to 
eliminate from their minds for a moment 
the merits or demerits of my proposals 
for new taxation? Will they just con- 
sider—quite apart from the merits of 
these new taxes, which we shall discuss, 
of course, on the Finance Bill—whether 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
be justified, in a Budget fora deficit of 
£24.000,000, in Not proposing to increase 
taxation? I will venture to say that, if 
the hon. Member or any of my critics on 
that side of the House who have been in 
favour of increasing the income tax for 
this war deficit would consider the 
matter from the point of view of the 
income tax alone, they would tell me 
that | should be right in increasing the 
income tax. I will venture, on the other 
hand, to say that these hon. Members, 
mainly, | suppose, on this side of the 
House, who are in favour of the corn 
duty, would with equal unanimity say 
that I should be absolutely bound to 
raise the corn duty. And, therefore, if 
you look on this matter in the abstract, 
apart from the merits of the particular 
taxes, ] am sure that any one who con- 
siders the rights and wrongs of sound 
finance will say that for me to set the 
example--an example, I believe, hitherto 
unprecedented in the financial history 
of shia country—ot a Budget for a deficit 
of £24,000,000 and not to increase taxa- 
tion would bea thing that I never ought 
to have done. Sir, | will never 
such a course. Of course it may be said, 
and it has been said, that the circum- 
under the 
Touse ] 


= 
taxe 


stances are changed, because 
loan which is now before the 
have borrowed more than the ceticit of 
the year. | deny that the circumstances 
are changed. If the House agrees to 
continue to impose, as | hope it will, 
this additional penny on the income tax 
and the corn duty the deficit will still 
be £19,500,000. That £19,500,000 will 
be paid out of the loan that I have 
borrowed this year under this Bill, 
leaving a balance of some £10,500.000 
surplus of the loan. Is that a necessary 
surplus or not? It is an absolutely 
necessary surplus to have borrowed for 


the first nine months of the year. 
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Let hon. Members recollect—I have 
endeavoured more than once to impress it 
on the House—that under our system of 
taxation, raising as we do so large a pro- 
portion of our revenue by the income 
tax, which is not payable till January, 
the first three quarters of the year are 
necessarily lean quarters for the revenue ; 
and in a year such as this, when the 
great bulk of the war charges must neces- 
sarily be paid in the first nine months of 
the year, the first nine months of the vear 
will be extremely large in expenditure as 
compared with the last quarter of the 
year. | have calculated, and I believe it 
to be a fair calculation, that, putting the 
loan aside, the revenue receipts during 
the first nine months of the coming year 
will be less by £45,000,000 than the 
Exchequer expenditure during those 
nine months. Perhaps the House will 
ask how are those £45,000,000 to be 
provided. ‘they will be provided, in the 
first place. by the proceeds of the loan— 
in round numbers £30,000,000; secondly, 
by a heavy draft, probably £7,000,000, 
on our balances; and, thirdly, by the 
exercise of those borrowing powers on 
Ways and Means with which every 
Chancellor of the Exchequer is invested, 
but which cannot be exercised beyond 
the suggested amount of £8,000,000— 
making up £45,000,000—-without serious 
disarrangement of the money market at 
the time. And, therefore, Sir, for tempo- 
rar. purposes the borrowing of this 
£30,000,000 was absolutely required. 
Now | come to the last quarter, when 
the bulk ot the revenue falls in. What 
will happen then? Under the estimates 
of expenditure and revenue which | 
have placed before the House, there 
should be some £10,500,000 surplus from 
the loan. Now that ought to be devoted 
to the payment of Debt. If, in antici- 
pation of a larger war expenditure than 
it has been necessary for us actually to 
incur, we have borrowed 10,500,000, or 
whatever the sum may be, more than we 
actually require, we are bound to reduce 
the Debt by devoting the surplus of that 
loan to that purpose. How is the Debt 
to be reduced? In the first place, I 
shall ask the House again to start the 


Sinking Fund. We have had to suspend 


for war purposes during the last few | 


years the Sinking Fund of £4,640,000 a 
Sir M. Hicks Beuch. 
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‘year, and by the simple process of omit- 


ting a clause from the Finance Bill now 
before the House that Sinking Fund 
will reeommence. And, I will venture to 
say, in no possible way could we do more 
to establish the credit of the country in 
the present and in the future than by 
taking the first possible moment to re- 
establish the Sinking Fund at the close 
of the war. If that should be assented 
to, there will still be a margin of 
£5,000,000. Now, we have a very con- 
siderable floating Debt—larger than is 
wholesome for this country in time of 
peace. We have £21,000,000 of Treasury 
Bills. We have also a large sum of 
Exchequer Bonds—I think £10,000,000 


are falling due im 1903. That 
£6,000,000, as far as it goes, should 


be devoted to redeeming some of that 
floating debt. But I would ask the 
House to leave me liberty in this matter, 
and | will tell them why. I am_ not 
talking of ordinary Supplementary 
Estimates, but there may be an addition 
to the expenditure which | have already 
placed before the House which I cannot 
foretell at present, or at any rate cannot 
foretell with any precise certainty of 
what may be required. I referred in 
the Budget speech to the possibility of 
advances being made by us to. the 
Transvaal and the Orange River Colony 
for the relief and resettlement of the 
population, for the rebuilding and_re- 
stocking of farms, and for other purposes. 
We may very possibly have to make 
temporary advances of that kind, but 
as soon as the civil administration is 
established in the and the 
necessary arrangements can be made, 
we shall ask Parliament to aid in this 
matter, not by direct advances, but by 
guaranteeing a loan to be raised by the 
colonies for the purposes | have named, 
and for such other objects as the con- 
version of their debts, or the acquisition 
of their railways—which seems to us to 
be by far the best form of assistance we 
can give them. I would therefore ask 
the House to leave my hands free in that 
matter, with the distinct understanding 
that, if it is possible, all this £6,000,000 
shall be devoted to the reduction of our 
present debt. 

I have endeavoured, as 


colonies 


briefly as 


[ could, to put the facts of the case 
before the House, and | hope! have 
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established three things. In the first 
place, I hope I have established the fact 
that we have not borrowed more than 
we require for the services of the year. 
No doubt we have borrowed the whole 
of this £32,000,000 by way of permanent 
loan, and it is true that part of it, say 
£20,000,000, might have been borrowed 
as a permanent loan, and part of it, 
£10,000,000, as a temporary loan, by 
wav of Treasury Bills, but if I had done 
that [ should have added very largely to 
the floating Debt in the shape of Treasury 
Bills, and so raised the interest on those 
Bills. So that the money would have been 
obtaimed at greater cost to the country 
than that at which it has been obtained 
by the course I have taken. In the 
second place, | think I have shown that 
the surplus of the loan, which may not 
he required in the last quarter of the 
year, will be devoted to purposes of 
which this House will approve ; and, in 
the third place, I hope L have given some 
reason for holding that we have no right 
in dealing with a deficit of £24,000,000 
incurred for purposes in connection with 
the war, to throw the whole burden of 
that on posterity, who will have burdens 
of their own to bear, and to shrink from 
throwing a reasonable part of it on the 
taxpayers of the present day. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 
(9.33.) Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: 


The matter for discussion tonight is one of 
the deepest interest to this House and 
the country. The question is : How much 
cheaper is peace going to be than war? I 
um sorry to say that, at all events so far as 
concerns the present year, peace is going 
to he no cheaper than war. I am afraid 
that is the lesson we may have to learn 
from the serious consequences of the war 
in respect to the country with which we 
have to deal. We have to learn how 
much dearer it is to repair a dilapidated 
State than it is to destroy it. ‘That is 
the enormous task we have before us 

whether or not the estimate the right 
hon. Gentleman has formed of the ex- 
penses which lie before him in South 
Africa are more adequate than those 
he formed at the beginning of the war I 
cannot say, but I suspect that in this 
respect the Government are as sanguine 
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as they were three years ago, before they 
embarked the country in a war which 
has cost £228,000,000. [ know there 
are members of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment-——there is one very eminent Member, 
the Colonial Secretary, who thinks that 
is a trifle; but I have never taken that 
view of laying a burden of £228,000,000 
on ourselves or on posterity. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer has stated, in the 
language he has always held, that we 
ought to pay some regard to the genera- 
tions that are to follow us, seeing that 
they will have burdens of their own to 
hear. It is certain that generations to 
come will have their own burdens, and 
those burdens will not be small. I think 
what we are going to cast upon them is 
£150,000,000 or more of Debt, and the 
contribution this year to that Debt is 
£32,000,000. What we accept for our- 
selves this vear in additional taxation 
is £5,000,000. 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Four and a 


half millions. 


Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: Yes, I 
know that as it stands now the loan we 
have raised is £32,000,000. That is for 
posterity. For ourselves, according to 
the Estimates before us, the charge is 
£5,000,000. That is the proportion. 
Six times as much is placed on those 
who come after us as upon ourselves. It 
is all very well to talk about the respect 
we have been showing for posterity, but 
in former days the burden cast on 
posterity was rather less than that we 
put en ourselves. However, I will not 
insist on that, because | think the 
language the right hon. Gentleman has 
held is sound language, and according 
to what was within his reach and the 
possibilities of the case he has done what 
he can to defend his principles. It is 
difficult in a statement of this kind to 
follow the exact figures of the surplus 
the right hon. Gentleman has to deal 
with. All 1 know is that when he was 
dealing with the £40,000,000 he 
contemplated for the cost of the war, he 
added £17,000,000 if the war was to be 

/continued to the end of the year; and 
| the figures given in his final statement 
| are £188,000,000, which include 
| £17,750,000 for ‘Supplementary pro- 
| Vision to meet contingencies.” That was 
_the final estimate which the right hon. 
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Gentleman laid before the House: his 
final table of the Budget. The right%hon. 
Gentleman took £40,000,000 for eight 
months, but he said very justly at the 
time— 

“1 will take things at their worst. I will 
assume that the war will last not only eight 
months but twelve months, and if so | must 
add between £16,000,000 and £17,000,000° to 
niy estimate.” 


He said— 


“TL must remind the Committee that in the 
Army Estimates of this year there was included 
a stun of £40,000,000 for warexpenditure. My 
right hon. friend the Secretary of State for 
War stated that that sum would permit of 
the maintenance of our forces in South Africa 
at their present strength for a period of between 
eight and nine months : but that included no 
provision for eratuities at the end of the war, for 
transport, or for any of those charges of great 
magnitude which had to be included in the 
similar estimate for last year, the total of 
which, | think, was £58,000,000, subsequently 
increased by «a supplementary estimate of 
£5,000,000 to £63, 000,000,” 


Then he goes on to say that he thinks 
it right to contemplate the worst, and 
to include in his estimate a sum which 
would carry him through the whole of 
the year that is before us. That might 
necessitate a very large addition to the 
estimate of £40,000,000. an addition 
calculated — at between 
£16,000,000 and Thus 
in the right hon final 
statemen!, the estimate was not 
£40,000,000, but £57,500,000. 


something 
£17,000 000. 


Gentleman's 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I think the 
Tight hon. Gentleman is under a mis- 
apprehension as to that last table. It 
he will look at the statement, he will 
see that the total Consolidated Fund 
services were estimated at £25,560,000, 
and the total Supply Services at 
£145,159,000. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has eliminated the cost of the 
South African Constabulary, and the 
grant to the West Indies. The ex- 
penditure of the present year, under 
present circumstances, was estimated at 
£176,359,000, 





sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I am 


taking the iight hon. Gentleman’s 
statement of the final balance-sheet 


as estimated for 1902-3 and I find there 

that the total estimate of expenditure 

is £188.469,000, the total estimated 

revenue £152,935,000, and the estimated 
Sir Willian Hurveonit. 
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deficit £35,534,000. That is the final 
estimate he laid before the House. That 
being so, the estimated deficit was met 
principally from the loan, and what the 
right hon. Gentleman derived from the 
balances which remained from last year. 
I am not going to enter into any con- 
troversy with the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer as to his accuracy. I ack- 
nowledge that he has better means of 
knowing than I can possibly have. 
But I must say [| find some difficulty 
in reconciling the calculations as to the 
surplus which he made to-night with 
his circular. That is one of the diffi- 
culties in which we are placed. We 
have not had the time to examine this 
statement. I assume, as I am _ bound 
to assume, that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer is right in the figures he 
has laid before us. But 1 maintain 
still, subject to explanation, that the 
estimated charges for the war, if it had 
lasted the whole year, were £58,000,000. 
If you have only spent on the ordinary 
war charges £12,000,000, you must have 
£28,000,000 left to account for. In my 
view of this balance-sheet, you ought to 
add to that £18,000,000 more. Then the 
right hon. Gentleman tells us that there 
will be a very large expenditure for 
demobilisation and ior the garrison that 
is to be left in South Africa. I assume 
that we shall have particulars of that, 
and that Votes will be taken in this 
House tor that which has not vet been 
authorised by Parliament. IT should also 
like to mention the cost of bringing the 
prisoners of war back to South Africa, 
when peace is restored those 
prisoners are entitled to return to their 
own country. That is a charge that 
must be provided for as well as the cost 
of bringing our own troops home. As 
to the garrison to be left in South 
Africa, of course we shall have an 
account of that. It will be a 
material element in the cost, not only 
of this year, but of the years that are to 
The right hon. Gentleman also 


beea use 


most 


come. 
referred to the concentration camps, and 
to the unfortunate position of the people 
in them, in terms which we were glad to 
He said the object ought to be 
to restore those people to their homes, 
be made 


hear. 


but I am afraid homes must 
for them first in order that they may 
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be restored to them. The right hon. 
Gentleman said in his Budget speech— 


“Means will have to be provided for the 
relief and the resettlement of the two colonies 
which have been devasated by the war. Means 
will have to be provided for the rebuilding and 
the restocking of farms—farms, I should rather 
hope. not only of those who have been our 
friends in the war and who have fought on our 
side, Imt, | hope, also the farms of those who 
boldly and honestly have been our enemies in 
the war, and whom we hope to make our 
friends in the future. Sir, I think the House 
of Commons, if peace is made on terms which, 
in our belief, will be satisfactory, enduring, 
and safe, will be generous in these matters. 
I yet do not believe that this need involve any 
great charge upon the taxpayers of this 
country.” 

This charge for repairing those homes 
and restoring the prisoners of war to 
their homes, I understand the right hon. 
Gentleman to say, is not to be a charge 
upon this country. He has alluded to 
one of the contingencies that may happen 
to the £10,000,000 of which he has 
spoken—namely, that it may be used to 
mike temporary advances to the colonies 
to enable them to meet charges for this 
purpose. [He saidin his Budget speech— 

“Of this Tam convinced—and anyone may 
see for himself, looking at the remarkable 
progress which has been made already, made 
even during the prosecution of the war, in the 
restoration of industrial prosperity in the gold 
fields and in more important centres of the 
Transvaal —-l am convineed that it) will be 
perfectly possible, with regard to — the 
Transvaal and the Orange River Colony, 
if we were to advance to them loans for the 
purposes [ have described and for other similar 
purposes—for railway extension, for enabling 
them to ob ain, on fair terms, control over their 
own railways and matters of that kind—to 
repay such advanees, both eapital and interest, 
on terms Which wo ki be eminently satis 
factory to thet ixpayers Of this country.” 
That is a very sound principle. As | 
understand, the process of restoration 
is to be met by a charge upon the 
resources of the colonies themselves. and 
especially on the goldfields ; and, that 
being so, the policy of temporary ad 
vances to the colonies to meet the cost 
ot that process is one that no one can 
properly object to. 

Now, 


of the 


Sir, according to the figures 
right hon. Gentleman, he will 
have in hand £10,000,000 more than 
he wants—though | should have thought 
the amount would be higher in conse- 
quence of the raising of this loan under 
conditions of which I do not complain. 
The right hon. Gentleman says he has 
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got £10,000,000 at his disposal. Cere 
tainly he will not find anyone who would 
advocate that all the charges for the 
war should be laid on loan. I have 
always maintained that we have laid too 
little on ourselves and too much on 
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posterity. However, [ will not insist 
upon that now. As to the disposal 
of that £10,000.000, there was one 


part of the right hon. Gentleman's 
speech which I heard with the greatest 
satisfaction. That was that he was 
taking the earliest opportunity of 
restoring the Sinking Fund. I think that 
in the course of the long and, on the 
whole, the prosperous financial adminis- 
tration of the right hon. Gentleman 
there is no circumstance which | have 
found myself compelled more strongly to 
condemn than the suspension of a 
portion of the Sinking Fund in a period 
ot prosperity. But when we have 
accumulated a Debt of £150,000,000 in 
less than three years, the least we can do 
when peace is restored is to make sone 
effort to reduce that Debt. 
have 


‘Those who 
before us, and we in our 
time, have done much to diminish the 
Debt we inherited; and, if we were to 
make the same efforts which have been 
made in former times, it would take 


fone 
gon 


halt a century before posterity was 
relieved of the Debt that we have 
accumulated in the last three years. 


Therefore, when I heard the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer make that declaration, 
| thought it was a declaration worthy of 
an English finance Minister. The old 
Sinking Fund of Mr. Pitt was founded 
on mistaken principles, but at least the 
financial morality of it cannot be 
doubted. Mr. Pitt thought that when 
we accumulated a great Debt we ought 
to make provision for its liquidation. 
The Sinking Fund has been placed in 
later times on a sounder basis; and I am 
bound to say that in the last generation 
we have made worthy efforts to reduce 
the debt which we inherited. Therefore. 
| do congratulate the right hon. Gentle- 
man upon his financial courage in coming 
forward in the first stage of peace to say 
that the first duty of the House of 
Commons is to make provision to relieve 
posterity in a certain degree of some of 
the burden we have cast upon it, and to 
show them an example which I hop: 
they will follow—and that is, that they 
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should not entirely relieve themselves of 
the responsibility of the burden for a 
policy which they think is the right 
policy. ‘Therefore for that proposition 
of the right hon. Gentleman with regard 
to a portion of the £10,000,000 which he 
finds himself at liberty to dispose of, I 
have nothing but words of the strongest 
eongratulation and approbation. I hope 
that that is a policy which none of his 
successors will ever depart from, and 
that they will maintain the credit of the 
country. I believe that England, what- 
ever other nations may say, still main- 
tains her great and deserved reputation 
of having the soundest and best regulated 
finances of any country in the world. 


That being so, | hope we shall never 
depart from those sound princip es of 
commerce and finance which have 


enabled us, with apparently little strain, 
to bear the burden of this war. 
The restoration of the Sinking Fund 
disposes of £5,000,000 of the money the 
right hon. Gentleman has at his disposal. 
Now, Sir, | hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will not think me _ weak- 
kneed upon this subject if I say that we 
ought now to consider what we shall do 
with reference to the happy condition of 
things attending the restoration of peace 
in South Africa. May { remind him 
that now that peace is restored the 
country will be hoping to learn what is 
the blessed difference between peace and 
war, and that they also shall have 
some share in the relief which is to 
follow the hostilities? It is 
a curious circumstance that the figure 
which the right hon. Gentleman has 
stated he has at his disposal is a figure 
which would allow him to say to the 
eountry, “We have restored the Sinking 
Fund, which will be a provision for the 
present and for the future by the 
reduction of the debt, and, therefore, 
we have laid the foundation, which does 
not mean only £5,000,000 to-day, but 
in the future, as in the past, will 
mean £5,000,000, £6,000,000, or even 
£7,000,000 a year to the Sinking Fund.’ 
Bu then there remains another 
e5 100,000 to be dealt with. While you 


great 


cessation of 


are taking £5,000,000 for the Sinking 
Fund I think Se might also relieve 


the country of the £5,000,000 additional 
taxation which you are placing upon it. 


That would really dispose of the right | difference apparently, 


Sir Willinm Harcourt. 
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hon. Gentleman's surplus of £10,000,090, 
and it seems to me that it could not be 
called an unfair partition of the money 
at his disposal. That is a matter we shall 
have to deal with, of course, when the 
Finance Bill comes on. I uphold the 
principle that there ought always to be 
a considerable sum raised by taxation 
when you are increasing debt, but you 
ought never to rely upon that alone. | 
am quite prepared to take the Sinking 
Fund as a great and valuable contribu- 
tion to the. liquidation of the debt you 
have created, and there are taxes which, 
in my opinion, being of a_ highly 
objectionable character, ought not to be 
called for, if you find yourself in a 
position such as that of which the right 
hon. Gentleman has spoken, of having 
at his disposal a surplus. 

Mr. BARTLEY: Is not the 


surplus on borrowing ? 


that 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Yes. 
But you have borrowed too much and 
now you have to give it away. I am 
very glad to hear this from so ardent an 
advocate for increased taxation as the 
hon. Member, and I regret that we did 
not have his assistance at an earlier 
stage. I should prefer other taxes than 
those to which we have a great cbjection, 
and if the right hon. Gentleman will 
other taxes I think he will find 
that I shall be very glad to support him. 
That being so we cannot ioe now 
the question of what is to be done with 
the taxes, but I cannot help thinking 
that. considering that we started with 
Budget which eee i that there would 
be twelve months of war and that there 
have only been months of war out 
of that period, there will be 
disapp intment when it is found that the 
amount of relief given is of the limited 
stated by the right hon. 


propose 


two 


considerable 


character 


Gentleman. I do not’ wish, of 
course, to bind myself, much less 
other people, to the view I have 
suggested, but [I think there might 
fairly be some consideration of that stub 


ject, and that we ought not to be told, 
when we come to deal with the question 
of taxation, that we must impose the 
taxes proposed by the Chancellor of the 
| Exchequer in his Budget. There is some 
in His Majesty’s 
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Government as to the character of these 
taxes, because one of them was rather 
indicated by the right hon. Gentleman as 
a permanent tax of a peace character, 
while a different view of it was presented 
two or three days afterwards by the 
Colonial Secretary, who said that it was a 
war tax. I never like to refer to the right 
hon. Gentleman’s speeches without hav- 
ing his ipsissina verba, for fear that I 
should be said to be inaccurate, and 
[ will quote from the report of his 
remarks, 


*Smr M. HICKS BEACH: May I say | 
that I was rather challenged at Question , 
time by an hon. Member behind the right | 
hon. Gentleman on this very subject, and 
I refrained from touching upon it in my 
speech just now because | understood 
that it would be more in order on the 
discussion of the Finance Bill ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: [ think the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouth is going somewhat beyond the 
scope of the Loan Bill. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I must 
reserve that, then, for the Finance Bill, but 
this tax was stated in a specific manner by 
the Colonial Secretary to be a war tax. I 
do not feel that I am able at the present 
moment to enter into any further criticism 
of the statement of the right hon. Gentle- 
man. It is something to know that out 
of this expenditure of £188,459,000, as 
it is finally stated by the right hon. 
Gentleman, there is some hope at the 
conclusion of peace, after two months of 
war during the current year, there is a 
possibility of there being a disposable 
surplus of £10,000,000. I do not know 
that we can go farther with that matter 
tonight. We cannot repeal the loan, 
because the money has been borrowed 
already. Itis a sort of Rhadamanthine 
process : you borrow the money in the 
market, and then afterwards you come to 
the House of Commons for authorisation 
to horrow. The only thing that we can 
deal with is the manner in which the 
loan is disposed of ; and certainly, as far as 
the right hon. Gentleman has disposed 
of it, by reviving again, and I hope 
setting on foot for ever, the principle of 
the Sinking Fund, J have nothing to say, 
except to congratulate him upon thesound- 
ness of his financial principles and upon 


his courage in carrying them into effect. | 
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*(10.10.) Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): 
If there is one thing which is more satis- 
factory than another in the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouthshire, it is the manner 
in which he has welcomed the restoration 
of the Sinking Fund. When the right 
hon. Gentleman was Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and even since that time, he 
was most constant in his advocacy for 
the maintenance of the Sinking Fund; 
and I shared with the right hon. Gentle- 


i . ‘ ° 
man his regret when the Chancellor of 


the Exchequer, not at a period of financial 
difficulty not long ago, suspended the 
Sinking Fund. But surely the House 
has not forgotten that it is not much 
more than two months ago since the 
Member for West Monmouthshire said in 
this House that he feared that there was 
no hon. Member of the House who would 
live to see the restoration of the Sinking 
Fund in this country. Perhaps the right 
hon. Gentleman will remember that I 
had the temerity to differ from him in 
that forecast ; and I know that the right 
hon. Gentleman is never so happy as 
when he is indulging in pessimistic fore- 
casts, so that it is quite natural that in one 
of these forecasts he is pleased rather than 
displeased to find his prognostications 
falsified. Speaking with some financial 
experience, 1 wish to congratulate the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer very cordi- 
ally upon the restoration of the Sinking 
Fund, and I am pleased at this, not exactly 
because [ regard it financially as the most 
economical arrangement, but because 
it is quite certain that the application of 
the surplus to the sinking fund will relieve 
the country, although it would economi 
eally have been better ior the Exchequer 
if the whole of the funds available had 
been applied to the extinction of termin- 
able Debt. I feel quite sure that the bare 
announcement of the restoration of the 
Sinking Fund, which is automatic, and 
which we hope will be inflexible in its per- 
manent application, will do much, I will 
not say to restore, for that has never been 
in doubt, but to elevate the financial credit 
of this country. But, while I would give 
a preferential place to the application of 
this money to the Sinking Fund, because 
it is automatic and cannot be suspended 
without the consent of Parliament, I do 


hope—and in this I differ from the right 
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hon. Gentleman opposite—that any sur- | 


plus funds in the hands of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer will be applied as far as 
possible to the redemption of the large 
floating Debt of which both my right hon. 
friend the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
and the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
have always deprecated the accumula- 
tion in times of peace. We have been 
obliged, and properly obliged, to augment 
the floating Debt of this country to a 
level which has never’ before been 
reached, and certainly the destination of 
any surplus funds in the hand of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer ought to be 
to redeem the existing contracts of the 
State by paying otf the Treasury bonds 
and Bills, of which a large amount will 
fall due year after year. The right hon. 
Gentleman opposite has compiained that 
we have cast too large a proportion of our 
burdens upon posterity. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: 


present vear. 


In the 


*\fr. COHEN: I think the right hon. 
man could scarcely have pondered 
over what he said. When we 
loan of this kind you can scarcely expeet 
to pay off lly one-sixth of the 
eapital. A country ought to raise taxa 
ion, so that its income 
up to the level of its normal expenditure, 
and if you redeem your capital charge in 
the case of an expenditure like this, in 
the course of ten or fifteen years, then | 
think you have done all that you can 
hope to do, and more than you 
ean really expect. | gat her from the 
speech of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that, in his opinion, it is probable that 
the charge for this loan would not be cast 


raise a 
annu 


b, 1 1 
will be brought 


upon this country, and I hope that will be 
the case. Ifit is possible, I think we ought 
to cast those charges on the colonies 
which are now part of His Majesty's 
dominions, and | think that those very 
ining industries in South 
Africa ought to bear a fair prop rtion of 
those charges, on account of their in- 
soli lity of tenure and probable 
increased prosperity. With this excep- 
tion I have nothing but congratulations 
to offer to my right hon. friend upon his 

wish in conelusion to 


profitable 


7 
ereuseu 


statement, and | 
join with my right hon. iriend the Mem- 
ber for West Monmouthshire in con 
eratulating the Chancellor of the 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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Exchequer upon having, at the earliest 
possible moment, announced his inten- 
tion of restoring the Sinking Fund. 


(10.20.) Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): ] 
beg to move the Motion of which I have 
given notice, that the order for the Third 
Reading be discharged, and the Bill re- 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House. | cannot join in the congratula- 
tions offered by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouthshire to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. It has 
been the just reproach of this Govern- 
ment that they have invariably prepared 
for peace, when they ought to have pre- 
pared for war, and now the converse 
proposition has turned out to be equally 
true, for now they have prepared and 
estimated for war when they ought to 
have prepared and estimated for peace. 
In the very midst of these peace negotia- 
tions, which have terminated so happily, 
we find the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
going into the market, and borrowing 
of £52,000,000, and 
disadvantageous 


sum 
itata very 
figure, as compared with the figure at 
which Consols now stand. And for what 
purpose? To a large extent in 


this huge 


b rrowlng 


veryv 


order that he mezy buy back again 
those very Consols at an inereused price 
later in the year, For these reasons 


I cannot join in the hearty congratula- 
tions indulged in by my right hon. 
friend the Member tor West Monmouth- 
shire. It is a matter oi 
tion that the Sinking Fund is to be 
restored, but it is very much the r 
that we should be called upon to borrew 


coneratula- 
‘VOTSE 
in order that we may repay what we 
borrow ata higher price, | heg to call 
attention to the facet that we are. still 
without information with regard to the 
al sposal ot a very large 
loan. The app tite of the Chancellor 
the Exchequer seems to grow on what it 
feeds upor. When he introduced his 
Budget he £17,.000,000 with 


amount of this 


set aside 


regard to which he said he could hot 
give any particulars. He said that he 
could not say what he was going to co 


with it, and now he comes to the House 


and savs there is £28,000,000 which he 
cannot tell us what he is going to do 
with. 


Sin M. HICKS BEACH: No, no. 





176 
iest 
ten- 


I 
ave 
urd 
| re- 
hole 
ula- 
nan 
e to 
has 
erli- 
‘red 
pre- 
erse 
ally 
and 
it to 
LCR, 
otia- 
pily, 
juer 
ving 
and 
eOUS 
e at 
vhat 


10, 





1477 
Mr. BLACK: The right hon. Gentle- 


man said there were certain things he 
had to look after, but he did not say in 
what way he was going to spend this 
money. He said that it would probably 
he spent in re-establishing government in 
South Africa. I support my 


Loan 


may have time to consider the statement 
which has been promised by the Secretary 
of State for War as to how this 
£28,000,000 is to be applied. In the 
course of the speech made by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer he said 
nothing whatever about a very important 
matter which I know many hon. Members 
in this House consider to be very largely 
connected with this question. I refer 


to the recovery from the Transvaal itself | 


of part of the cost of this war and more 
particularly from the gold mines, Not 
one word has been said as to how these 
millions are to be applied. Nothing 
has been said to us about an asset which 
formerly loomed largely : I refer to the 
recovery from the ‘Transvaal, from the 
goldfields, of part of the cost of the war. 
This is a striking contrast to the declara 
tions of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in introducing the Budget. We have 
heard nothing about that in the state- 
ment to-night, but it is a point which will 
be highly relevant to a discussion in 
Committee of this Bill. It follows as a 


matter of course that the whole of the | 


sum borrowed will not be placed upon the 
gold mine, and therefore we have to con- 
sider the question of the proportion 
which will have to be divided between 
taxation and — borrowing. Kven — if 
£100,000,000 were to be placed upon the 


vold mines, we should still have to bear | 


a large proportion of the borrowings and 
we should not be casting too much upon 


{4 JuNE 1902} 


Motion | 
partly upon the ground that the House | 
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beginning of the war in the same propor- 
tion as our indebtedness has increased, 
and this notwithstanding the restoration 
of peace. ‘Therefore, in the eyes of 
Europe we have lost a great amount of 
national credit through this war. If we 
had had sone «asset in consequence of 
this war the country wou'd not have 
had suffered in this way, and Consols 
would not have fallen, but the judgment 
of the world is that the money spent 
upon this war has been thrown away. 
I take it that the estimate of Sir David 
| Barbour upon this question is not very 
far out. He says that the ordinary civil 
expenditure after the war will be 
£2,500,000 ; the South African’ police 
will cost about £2,500,000, and our 
military occupation of South Africa will 
absorb at least £3,000,000, making a 
total of £8,000,000 which will either 
have to be met by the Transvaal or 
placed upon this country. Let us take 
it that the interest upon the Sinking 
Fund will be about £4,500,000, making a 
total of £12,500,000, against which I 
suppose the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
or the Colonial Secretary when they 
come to deal with the matter will place 
the estimated revenue of the new 
| Colonies at about £6,500,000. This will 
leave a deficit of £6,000,000. It may be 
asked what does it matter whether the 
deficit is met by way of interest on loans 
or by way of expenditure upon adminis- 
tration. I venture to submit to the 
House that it matters a great deal, 
because if we impose a loan upon the 
Transvaal, and that becomes a_ fixed 
charge, then the deficit, whatever it is, 
comes to be a matter of policy and will 
not be paid by the owners of the gold- 
fields. I venture to suggest that this is 


posterity, because by the continuation of | a very relevant consideration at the pre- 


the Sinking Fund we should clear it off | sent moment. 


in about ten or twelve years. 
do we find the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer doing here ? He does not say a 
single word as to what he intends to do 
in this respect. 

I am not one of those who take a very 
exaggerated view as to what can be got 
out of the gold mines, bearing in mind 
What vast cost of the administration of the 
That 


Transvaal is going to be. is the 


judgment of Europe as well as the judg- | 


ment of those sitting in this House. We 
know that Cousols have dropped since the 
VOL. CVHE. [Fourrit Series. | 


If this large charge is not 


But what | to be put upon the goldfields, then it 


| comes to be a question whether the right 
}hon. Gentleman is not throwing an 
_undue burden upon posterity. The jus- 
| tification for throwing a large burden 
| upon posterity is three-fold. In the first 
i place it must be shown that we have 
obtained an asset for our expenditure, 
jand this we have already shown to be 








| unfounded. 
In the second place, it must be 
established that this expenditure has 


been incurred in lean years, and that 


3H 
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this country may expect fat years in the 
future, in order to recoup itself for this 
expenditure. We all know that this war 
expenditure has been incurred in the 
fattest years we have ever had, or are 
likely to have for many years to come. 
Nevertheless the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer ignores these considerations, 
and raises this huge sum by loan, thus 
placing upon our children a burden 
which in a large measure ought to be 
borne by ourselyes. In the third place 
the only justification of throwing this 
large burden upon posterity, would he 
that at the time the expenditure was 
incurred we were in great national peril. 
When one remembers that the capital 
value of this assets have 
increased threefold, and the earnings have 
increased in still larger proportions, thet 

is noexcus; tor placing so largea burden 
on posterity and impairing the credit of 
the future, especially as we are 
fast reaching a point when we shall not 
be able to boast of a surplus population. 
The birth rate is continually decreasing, 
while the death rate is increasing, and 
at the close of another thirty or forty 
years we shall probably find that the 
population has ceased to grow, and if the 
population becomes stationary then we 
must look forward to roeks ahead, and 
this must be oa determining 
factor in the financial policy of this 
country as well as in its” Imperial 
policy. Then again, posterity will have 
its own problems to deal with. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouthshire has pointed out 
these difficulties, and if we are hampered 
by these huge loans on the one hand, and 
a disaffected population and huge 
expenses for administration in South 
Africa on the other hand, the strain 
upon this country will be very great. 


eountryv s 


strong 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out all the words after the word 
‘be. in order to add the word § re-committed.’ ” 


—(Mr. Blavk.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Question.” 


(10.35.) Mr. DILLON: [I rise for 
the purpose of seconding this Amend- 
ment. I listened with some surprise 

Mr. Lluck. 
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and disappointment to the speech ot 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer because 
after all the promises he has made ty 
the House he has given us tonight no 
particulars whatever as to the sum 
which is to be recouped to this country 
from the new Colonies as their part 
of the expenses of the war. I have 
always held the view that this country 


had no to obtain any repayment 
from any of the new Colonies towards 
the cost of the war. What I complain 

is not that the Chancellor of the 
Ixchequer has not stated that we are 


to have £20.000,000, £50,000,000 or 
£40.000,000 promised from those Colonies 
but that he has. not told the House 
exactly how we stand in this matter. 
lf he would frankly s that the 


(rovernment really had abandoned the 


idea of recovering from the Colonies 
any portion of the £200,000,000 spent 
upon the war I would heartily support 
the Chancellor of the Exebcquer in 
that decision. There is at articl 
in the terms of peace which adds 
ne i sh inte rest to hii que tion and 
it iS one, in my opinion, which 


deserves the most 
| reter to the eighth article, in which it is 
agreed that no special tax will be lin posed 
on landed property in the Transvaal or 
the Orange River Colony tor the « Xpenses 
I think thatis a very proper 
vereement. | think it would be monstrous, 
atter having deprived these people of their 
liberty, to impose a tax upon them to 
pay for the war. In view of this pro 
vision in the articles of peace, L think the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer ought to 
have given us some explanation of the 
heariug of this article upon the promises 
with regard to the 


hearty approbation. 


of the war. 


of the Government 
levying of a portion of the cost of the 
war upon those Colonies, and as to the 
bearing of this article upon the questior. 
of taxing the mines. With regard to 
the question of taxing the mines, | have 
only got a word or two to say. It appears 
to me that hon. Gentlemen opposite are 
labouring under a delusion upon this 
question of taxing the mines, They 
appear to be under the impression that 
taxing the mines is the same thing as 
taxing the mine owners or the great 
millonaires connected with the mines. | 
do not believe that is so, because you 
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will never be able to tax the millionaires 
of South Africa by placing a tax upon 
mines. The only way to get at the 
millionaire is that which was known in 
the days of King John, when the rich 
inens teeth were drawn until they 
disgorged a quantity of their wealth. 
I do not believe it would be possible 
to carry out taxation on 


Civilisation has 


these lines. 
advanced since thos 
davs, and, even if you sueceed in taxins 
the mines of the Transvaal, I do not 
believe you will succeed in reaching 


the pockets of the millionaire mine 
owners: they are far too slippery for 
invthing ot the kind. They will) cet 
Warning o8 youl proceeding Ith time 
and, by «a series of Stock Exehangs 
operations, + muplet ly deheat ye 
tentions. Qn every occasion, during 
| } 


the last twoanda half years on whiel 
the Chancellor of the exchequer ha 
spoken, we have been led to 


that the moment pea 


helieve 
pro laimed 


this matter would | erapnled ith 


IS Loa VIOU , 10 to it taxpayers ( 
this country ior re building farmhouses 
which were wantonly and uselessly de 
stroyed —[** No, no.” |— yes, wantonly 
and uselessly destroyed, in violation of 
the recognised usages of war. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The mode 
and conduct of the war is not the ques- 
tion before the House. 
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Mr. DILLON: Am I not entitled to 
consider the causes which have led to 
the expenditure ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That might involve 
the whole question of the origin of the 
war. The expenditure has been in- 
curred, and the question is with refer- 
ence to arranging for the money to be 
raised to meet that expenditure. 


Mr. DILLON: Pardon me, the 
expenditure has not heen ineurred. 


Mr, SPE Aly ER: The expendit ure has 

heen ineurred in the sense that there 

isan undertaking in the terms of peace 
hich involves the expenditure. 


| 
i 


shall 


raising 


Mr. DILLON: However, I 
have another opportunity of 
oe i desire to congratulate 
the Goyerninent on their Resolution to 
ake this free grant of £3,000,000 for 
the purpose of rebuilding farms; and 
furthermore [ desire to congratulate 
the Chancellor of the Exehequer for 
wt he said about his intention to 
that those who are in the con 
centration camps are taken care of, 
and that whatever money was necessary 
would be used to take eare of them 
until they are returned to their homes. 
With regard to the disposition of the 
loan he had only this to say. The 
statement which had just been made 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
iully justified the action of himself 
and others in the resistance they gave 
to the original proposal of taking so 
large a moargin as that which was named. 
Ot course, the chances of war were 
more uncertain than the chances of peace, 
but the system of producing large 
surpluses for the purpose of financing 
the Exchequer appeared to him to result 
in the greater part of them. I must say 
that Lam extremely sceptical as to the 
fate of the £6,500,000, and if we are to 
judge by what happened last year | 
think it is exceedingly likely—and I ask 
hon. Members to remember this—that 
when we come to the end of the year a 


(itl ion. 
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considerable proportion, if not all, of that 
sum will have been taken up by Supple- 
mentary Estimates. 


*(10.48.) Sm M. HICKS BEACH: | 
wish to appeal to the House not to 
pursue the debate on this Amendment, 
but to allow the question to be decided. 
and then, if necessary, take the discus- 


sion on the Motion for the Third 
Reading of the Bill. The mover and 


seconder of the Amendment have neither 
of them given the smallest reason 
why the Bill should be re-committed. 
The hon. Member who proposed the 
Amendment simply said that he desired 
to see the statement of the Secretary tor 
War as to the new mode of disposing of the 
money estimated for war purposes, while 
he wanted to know something more of the 
intentions of the Government in im 
posing any part of the cost of the war 
on the Transvaal. Neither of these 
proposals can be dealt with in Committee 
on the Bill. The hon. Member tor 
East Mayo, who seconded the Amend 
ment, does not want to impose anything 
onthe Transvaal. All he desires is that 
the wealthy mineowners of the Transvaal 
should be dealt with in a fashion which 
I suppose the House may be allowed to 
anticipate would be one of the financial 
methods of the Home Rule Parliament. 


Mr. DILLON : The right hon. Gentle 
nan will pardon me. What I said was 
that I did not believe he could tax the 
nillionaire mineowner without resorting 
to the methods of King John, and that 
as civilisation had progressed that was 
impossible, 


*Sin M. HICKS BEACH: [am sure that 
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be how definitely to carry out the 
suggestion, which I have made twice 
already in the House in the course of 
the present session, as to the manner in 
which certain of the resourees of the 
Transvaal—those derived from its mineral 
wealth—should be allocated or devoted 
to the purposes of the Sinking Fund. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I ean 
quite understand that the Amendment 
of my hon. friend behind me might have 
been necessary and convenient, with 
reference to the reduction of the debt in 
Committee, but after the statement 
made by the Chancellor of — the 
Exchequer I do not think we should 
have any hope of obtaining more by way 
of reduction of the debt than he has 
proposed. Therefore, | think the course 
suggested by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer is convenient and reasonable, 
and that we should not proceed with 
this particular Amendment. Under 
these circumstances I would suggest to 
my hon. friend that he should not 
proceed with the Amendment. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs): 
I should like, before the Amendment is 
withdrawn, to ask for an_ explicit 
from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer as to when he will lay his 
proposals for the taxation of — the 
Transvaal before the House. 


assurance 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
is not relevant to the matter. 


That 


Mr. BLACK asked leave to withdraw 
the Amendment. 


if he hon. Gentleman had the taxing of | 


the mineowners he would bear in mind 
the methods of King John, provided the 
mineowners were sufficiently young to 


have teeth of their own to be extracted. | 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question again proposed. 


But I could assure the House that, so far | 


from withdrawing anything I have said | 


with regard t» obtaining some of the 

cost of the war from the wealth of the 

Transvaal, the Government entertain 

that view as strongly as ever, and one 

of the first matters for consideration will 
Mr. Dillon. 


(10.55.) Mr. BARTLEY: Iam extremely 
glad that theGoyernment have not yielded 
to the pressure to withdraw either of the 
taxes. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouth began 
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his speech by condeming the Govern- 
ment very strengly for proposing to pay , 
so small a proportion of the war ex- | 
penditure out of taxation, and so large 
a proportion out of borrowed money. 
I have always held that, if there has 
been a mistake, we have not raised a | 
sufficient part of the current expenditure 
for the war from current taxation, but | 
it is rather strange for the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouth, after he has held forth so strongly 
on this subject, that he should propose 
that the Government should take off 
a tax which he does not like. It shows 
that the right hon. Gentlgman, although 
he is astrong financier in many ways, has 
the same weakness as other people when 
he is particularly interested in a special 
tax. I think we are paying now toosmall 
a proportion of the cost of the war out 
of current taxation, and I strongly object 
to any relaxation of taxes at the present 
moment. I am extremely glad that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer proposes to 
ree ommence at once the Sinking Fund. 
One of the best means of economy is the 
payment of debt. The continual growth 
of expenditure has been great, and, | 
unless we concurrently with that reduce | 
the enormous burden of debt, 1 am 
afraid that in twenty or thirty years the 
financial position of the country will not 
be so strong as it is at present, and || 
say, therefore, that by the resuscitation 
of the Sinking Fund, we shall be doing 
a great deal to strengthen our financial 
position. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, in his last two Budgets, has 
widened the basis of taxation, and [| 
think we must look upon loans as a 
temporary measure. As far as possible, 
the cost of each year should be paid, and | 
more than paid, out of current taxation, | 
and a considerable sum should be paid in 
liquidation of debt in order to maintain 
the financial stability of the country. 
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hope that the period of large expendi- 
ture, extravagant expenditure, for mili- 
tary purposes would cease with the 
termination of the war. I. would 


also congratulate the right hon. Gentle- 


man on the statement he has made 
tonight. He has to a great extent, 
although not wholly, disarmed criticism 
by the position he has taken up this 
evening. With the principles he has 
enunciated I am sure that everyone who 
has given the slightest consideration to 
finance must heartily agree. But I think 
he is in a much better position financially 
than he has given the House reason to 
believe. My right hon. friend below 
me is quite accurate in saying that 
he has a much larger surplus at his 
disposal than he has stated this evening. 
[ think there is no question that the right 
hon. Gentleman Budgeted to provide for 
an expenditure of £188,000,000, including 
the £17,500,000 which he excluded 
from the purview of his statement 
tonight. That is most important in 
considering whether we are right in 
sanctioning this loan of £32,000,000. 
I think the right hon. Gentleman has 
us very fairly but we are also 
entitled to ask what he is going to do 
with that money. I had given notice 
of my intention of moving an Amend. 
ment to the Loans Bill in Committee, 
if re-committed, to the effect that at 
least £10,000,000 of the £32,000,000 
should be devoted to the redemption 
borrowing. The right 


hon. Gentleman has anticipated me in 
that, and there he has taken up a 
sound financial position. If the right 


hon. Gentleman has a large surplus at 
his disposal —and I think I shall be 


‘able to show that he has a large sur- 


plus—I still think that, having regard 
to the circumstances before us, he might 
have seen his way to remit the corn tax. 
That is outside our consideration tonight, 


| but I would like the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer to consider that, when 





| the Army Estimates were submitted, we 
*(10.58.) Mr. McCRAE: I would) provided for an expenditure in round 
humbly beg to congratulate the Chan- | figures of £40,000,000. He estimated 
cellor of the Exchequer on two things—/|for supplementary war expenditure 
first of all on the advent of peace, be- | £17,000,000. He had in all an estimate 
cause I am sure that on no one has the | of £57,000,000, excluding thecivil expendi- 
burden of the war rested more heavily | ture in South Africa and the interest on 
than on the right hon. Gentleman, and | the new debt. Now, if we take the 


1 only wish that I could cherish the | original figure in the Army Estimate 
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of £40,000,000, which was to pro- *Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Four millions 
vide for the war expenditure for. anda half. 


eight or nine months, that is the old 
figure of £1,250,000 per week, or 
£5,000,000 per month. We have al- 
ready spent, according to the Chancellor 
of the Excheyuer, £12,000,000 on the war 
during the first two months, and there- 
fore he has a balance of £28,000,000 
of the original £40,000,000. If to 
that is added the £17,000,000 — in 
the Supplementary Kstimate the right 
hon. Gentleman has a total surplus of 
£45,000,000. I think there can be no 
doubt about that. | will take it another 
way and I will exclude the £17,000,000 
forthe moment. Onthe original Budget 
statement the deficit was £26,824,000, 
and to that there have to be added the 
Constabulary grant and the West Indies 
grant, making altogether £28,574,000. 
‘To meet that deficit the right hon. 
Gentleman has the proceeds of the loan 
of, in round figures, £30,000,000, and he 
has in addition a sum which he has not 
mentioned tonight, namely, £4,000,000, 
the balance of the £19,000,000 margin 
from last year, which he has at present 
in Exchequer balances, which was money 
borrowed for the war, and which he 
has not taken into account in his state- 
ment this evening. 


*Sir M. HIGKS BEACH: I think the 
hon. Member will recollect that in stat- 
ing how | would provide for the financial 
needs of the first nine months of the 
year I said that I should have to draw 
trom the balances. 


*Mr. McCRAE: I rather gathered that 
the right hon. Gentleman said that 


was 
a temporary purpose for financing the 
freasury. I think | am perfectly en- 


titled to take it into account in the debit 
and credit for the war expenditure. 


*sir M. HICKS BEACH assented. 


*Mr. McCRAE: In addition to the two 
sums there is the additional taxation 
amounting to £5,100,000, 

Mr, McCrae. 


*\Mir. McCRAE: Well, that is the 
reducedamount. Taking it at £4,600,000, 
that gives a total of £38,500,000, whieh. 
set against the deficit of £28,500,000 


Pe oe 


before mentioned, shows a_ balance of 
£10,000,000 after providing for the 
restoration of the Sinking Fund. I think 


the right hon. Gentleman must admit that 
we have reason to be somewhat critical as 
to the purposes to which the loan is to be 
applied. | am rather of opinion that 
the charges to®he ineurred for the main 
tenance of the army of occupation, How 


that peace has been established, are 
really revenue charges. [| admit that 
charges for the war may have been 


incurred in excess of the Treasury dis 
bursement. Other items are—-the ter 
minal charges, transport of — troops 
home, and gratuities to the troops; the 
right hon. Gentleman previously esti 
mated these charges at £10,528,000 


*Sirn M. HICKS BEACIL: There ar 


more tre JOPS how. 


Me. McCRAE: Taking that as 
basis, the excesscannot be very large. 
Then there is the £3,000,000 under the 
agreement. Taking all these matters 
into consideration, | maintain that h 
ought to have, and | think he will find 
that he has, a balance of £45,000,000 to 
meet all those different charges. | con- 
gratulate the right hon. Gentleman on 
his pledge, because I take it as a_pledg: 
that any balance available from this loan 
will be devoted to the reduction of our 
temporary borrowings. ‘There is no doubt 
that those borrowings are far too large 
In considering the real burden of the war 
taxation, we must exclude the realised 
surplus and the sinking fund suspension 
for two years -—— £18,500,000 — which 
would leave additional taxation for war 
purposes at £55,000,000. That is only 
about a fourth of the total war expen- 


diture, and is a very much smaller 
proportion than this country me 
out of taxation for the Crimean 
War. The result is that the National 
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Debt. if we take into consideration this 
£32,000,000 under the Lean Bill, will 
amount to £800,000,000. The Chan- 
the has 


wilfully obtuse in this matter. 


cellor of Exchequer been 
In con- 
sidering the effect of the Sinking Fund 
on the National Debt, we are entitled to 
consider what the National Debt would 
be ii we had had no war. It would be 
in this position. It would be minus the 
£155,000,000 which has been borrowed ; 
it wouldalso be minus the £18,500,000 the 
amount of the realised surpluses and the 
Fund, 


Debt 


the 


2499 = 
£173,500,000 


Sinking therefore, 


National 


less than it is at present. 


and, 
would be 
That is entirely 
attributable to the war in South Africa. 
1 should like the 


Gentleman one question with regard to 


to ask right hon. 


the amount borrowed for the war. We 
have incurred liabilities to the extent of 
£159,000,000. The cash proceed: 
ot these liabilities only amounted 


ditference of 
the 


to £152,400,000 leaving a 


£5,500,000. L should like to ask 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
that difference has been charged to war 
expenditure, as it undoubtedly ought to 
have been, because it was a charge in- 
eurred entirely on account of the war, or 
whether it has been met out of borrowing 
or out of revenue. [ think the House 
would be interested to know how. that 
liability is to be met, because when we 
come to repay our borrowings we will 
require £6,500,000 more than we have 
received, Th reis only one further point 
which | would like to put before the 
House, and it is an argument in favour 
of the course proposed by the right hon. 
Gentleman that we should resume the 
Sinking Fund contribution, which | am 
sure every hon. Member on this side of 


the House, and many hon. 
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opposite, will admit to be sound finance. 
I only hope that when the war expendi- 
ture is finished, the amount of the Sink- 
ing Fund will be increased. But we 
ought also to take into consideration that 
the local indebtedness of this country ts 
very great. Its estimated amount as at 
the end of this financial year will be 
£37,000,000, that, the 
Nitional Debt, shows an_ indebted- 


ness of £1,167,000,000, which ought to 


and with 


make the House exceedingly careful in 
adding to the liabilities of the nation. I 
hope the right hon. Gentleman will take 
an early opportunity of stating whether, 
having regard to the fact that he has 
obtained £52,000,000 by loan, and also 
£4,000,000 from the 


borrowings of last year, he can see his way 


has a balance of 


to remit the proposed duty on corn. I 
congratulate the right hon. Gentleman 
on his statement, and I am sure the 
House is gratified that he has taken up a 


position which is so financially sound. 


(11.20.) Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL 
(Donegal, S.): I hope the Chancellor 


of the Exchequer will allow me to 
offer him my humble congratulations 
on his admirable statement and on 
the absolutely sound financial position 
he has taken up. T myself have some 
slight ditheuity in intervening in’ this 
matter. Ll have rarely spoken on 
financial questions, because on financial 
questions L feel, perhaps, move than on 
any other question the utter hopeless- 
ness of the position of the [rish Members 
in this House. If all the Irish Members 
united 
On the 


Loan Bill, however, | wish to say a few 


were to advocate a tax, our 


voices would count for nothing. 


words as to the enormous increase in 








Loun 


the permanent debt of the country. I 
object to that not only on the financial 
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grounds, which had been abundantly 
stated, but also on historical grounds. 
We, in Ireland, have to pay our share of 
the interest of that debt, and | cannot 
forget that when we had our own Parlia- 
ment, lrish statesmen magnificently kept 
down the National Debt, and it amounted 
to only £21,000,000 when it was con- 
solidated with National Debt of England, 
amounted to £446,000,000. I 


have a great regard for the Chancellor 


which 


of the Exchequer both as a financier 


and as a very splendid specimen 
of an English gentleman, and | 
congratulate him on his excellent 


finance. When I heard the congratula- 
tions of right hon. Gentlemen on the 
wonderful way the war has been financed, 
I thought to myself what a wonderful 


people you English people are. You are 


admirable in the art of forgetting un 


pleasant things ; but you are living, not 
in a fool's, but in a Parliamentary para- 
dise. 
admitted that £150,000,000 had been 
added to the debt by the war; still you 


The Chancellor of the Exeheques 


are getting out of it very well, Let us 
contrast the statement tonight with the 
the 


ith ot 


right lon. 


October, 


statement made by 


Centleman on the 


1899, when L liughed in a disorderly 
way. The right hon. Gentleman then 
said— 


“T should hope that no member of the Com- 
mittee would suggest that the war expenditure 
should be provided for by a permanent addi- 
tion to the debt of the country ; ne sueli per- 
manent addition could be justifiable except, of 
course, in the case of a war with a first-class 
power.” 

That was the time when the war was to 

be over at an expenditure of £10,000,000 

and when the Government were tele- 

graphing to the Colonies that they did 
Mr. Swift MueNeill. 
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not want mounted men. If you wage 
war in the highest interest of patriotism, 
why not pay for it? You are taxing 
yourselves only to the extent of Is. out 
of every Fs. expended, and you are 
leaving the rest to posterity. Your policy 
is, Let us eat, drink, and be merry, for 
tomorrow we die. I have never met a 
man labouring under such adversity and 
bearing it with such philosophie calm 
asthe right hon. Gest'eman. Let me, 


by way of variation, say scmething 


thoroughly jingoistic. Formerly, Eng- 
land was the wealthiest of nations, but 


large 


> 


now. as faras I can understand, a 


amount of these war loans his been 
taken up, not by English financiers, but 
by German, French, and Italian financiers: 
England is not now a lender, but a 
borrower. [havea historic regard for 
England and a great personal affection 
for many Englishmen, and I hope Eng- 
land will not have to go hand-in-hand 
with the Ottoman Turk in her borrow- 
ings, and that English and Turkish bonds 
will not be analagous. | would not 
allow anyone to impute to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer anything in the way 
of what might be called sharp practice, 
but my opinion is that this war was not 
waged for the English people, but in 
the interests of a small group of cosuw 
politan financiers. If lam wrong, why 
not grab the mines to pay for the war? 
The Transvaal mines are of enormous 
wealth. and why should they not be 
charged for the war? The reason is 
plain and obvious. The mine owners are 
to be let off, but the working classes will 
have to pay. As my hon. friend has 
pointed out, you have received about 
£6,000,000 lesson loansthan you will have 


torepay, because the loans were negotiated 
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under extremely unfavourable circum- 
stances. There is an amount of luxury in 
England today which has no parallelin the 
history of the world, except in the Roman 
Empire on the eve of its fall; and yet you 
are saddling 77 per cent. of the cost 
of the war on posterity. Two years ago 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouth, speaking on the first 
Loan Bill, referred to a celebrated speech 
delivered by John Stuart Mill in this 
the the 
Exchequer, who is the youthful Father of 
the House, probably heard. When the 
right hon. Gentleman referred to that 


House, which Chancellor of 


speech [ looked up the report, and I find 
that John Stuart Mill said that you had 
no right tocontract a debt which you 
were not to pay yourselves, for, when 
you did that, you were robbing posterity 
and acting atthe expense of others. One 
gentleman asked what they owed to 
posterity, and John Stuart Mill showed 
what wasowed to posterity. He said that 
every generation received a trust which it 
was bound to hand down, not impaired, 
it should be the 


Parliament not to consider 


but strengthened. 
function of 
the present generation, but te work for 
the glory and honour of the generations 
that are to follow. 


(11.30.) Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): 
Iam sure that the whole House will be 
disposed to join in congratulating the 
Chancellor of the 
position in which he finds himself on the 
Third Reading of this Bill, as compared 
that in which he stood on the 
Second Reading. 
opportunity for us who have criticised 
the 


few years 


Exchequer on the 


with 
This is a fitting 
the Chancellor of Exchequer 
during the last to con- 
gratulate 
VOL. CVIIL. 


him on the way in which 
| FOURTH SERIES] 


{4 JuNE 1902} 


Bill. 1494 
he has discharged the very heavy respon- 
sibility which has rested upon him during 


this very anxious time. Many of us are 


not always in agreement with the 
methods of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, but we must all admit that 


whatever proposals he laid before us 
he defended with the greatest ability, 
and, generally speaking, he was a great 
deal too strong for the batteries we were 


The Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer has had, as he 


able to bring against him. 


told us, to raise £230,000,000 on the top 
of the heaviest normal expenditure the 
country has ever had to provide, and 
somehow or other the right hon. Gentle- 
man managed to get all he required, and 
the credit 


at the same time to sustain 


of the country during a very trying 


period. Tomorrow we will return 
generous thanks to the soldiers who 


have served us during the war, but I do 
not think that the servants of the State 
at home should be forgotten, and not 
one of them has done his work better 
than the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
Perhaps I may be permitted to express 
a word of thanks also to the heads of the 
great Departments who have given the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer the greatest 
assistance. [am sure that the permanent 
heads of the Treasury, the Customs and 
the Inland Revenue Departments, have 
rendered very great assistance to the 
State, and, having regard to the addi- 
tional burden which was thrown on 
State, I think 


this is a fitting occasion to recall what 


these servants of the 
they have done. 

Having said that, I must take leave 
to add that I do with- 


draw any of the criticisms I have offered, 


not desire to 
or to abate the criticisms I have urged in 
regard to the Loan Bill in its earlier 
stages. I do not wish to trouble the 
House with figures, but there is a simple 


ai 
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way in which we can see what our 
position now is in regard to the Loan 


Bill. 


has told us that the normal expenditure 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer 


of this country is rather less than 
£130,000,000. I believe that sum is 


suflicient to provide for the restoration 
of the Sinking Fund. The right hon. 
Gentleman has also told us that, without 
taxation 
There- 


fore, £18,000,000 has been paid out of 


any new taxation, existing 


would produce £148,000,000., 


taxation towards any addition that may 


be necessary to meet the expenses of 
the country this vear. The right hon. 
Member for West Mon- 


mouthshire made an appeal in a quiet 


Gentleman the 


way to the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that the loan was too large, and that it 
might not be necessary. I think the one 
figure that [ have given goes far to 


substantiate that case. It is not right 


to Say that we are only providing 


£5,000,000 out of taxation towards the 
extraordinary expenditure of the year. 
We are providing £18,000,000 as well, 
or £25,000,000 altogether, in addition 
All through 


to normal expenditure. 


the period of the war, | joined with the 
critics who constantly appealed to the 
Chancellor of the E.chequer to raise a 


larger sum by taxation and rather less 


by borrowing, but we were always 
met with the plea that we could not see 
the end of our difficulties. But tonight 
we see the happy ending of our difficulties 
and of this very heavy expenditure, and 
the right hon. Gentleman ought to think 
seriously before he disturbs the settled 
basis of commerce in this country by 
imposing taxation. 


any unnecessary 


With regard to the loan, I| think the 
amount is too great. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer admits himself that he 
has taken a few millions too much, and | 


Mr. Lough. 
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my first criticism, therefore, is that the 
amount is too large. My second is, that 
it has been too costly. At a very early 
stage of this proceeding I and others 
warned the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to go more slowly in regard to this loan. 
I remember in particular the Leader of 
the Opposition asking the right hon. 
Gentleman on the earliest rumour of 
peace, whether he might not pause, but 
that 


and through its being neglected the 


advice was entirely neglected, 
country has been put to considerable 


financial loss in connection with this 
loan. If the Chancellor of the ixchequer 
had contented himself with borrowing 
£10,000,000 in April, and more if he 
wanted it later, he might have saved 
four per cent. or five per cent. of the 
amount of the loan, and in these days, 
when the country is burdened with such 
extra taxation, a million or a million and 


I think 


the right hon. Gentleman will be glad to 


a half ought not to be wasted. 


be done with borrowing, and that he 


will endeavour to meet in future the 
charges of the year out of the revenue 
of the year. I hope that the right hon. 
Gentleman will regard himself as pledged 
to bring the large borrowing which has 
gone on in recent years to an end, and 
that the Loan Bill now before the House 
will be the last shall 


have to deal. 


with which we 


*Mr. TOMLINSON (Cheshire, Crewe): 
In the chorus of congratulation to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, in which 
[ desire to join, it may appear ungra- 
cious to offer any further criticism, but 
alluded to the 


my hon. friend has 


method in which the loan has been 


taken up, and I desire to add a few 


words on the point. I have always 
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held that in principle, it is not sound 


finance to raise 


As an_ illustration, I 


extreme case of the financial methods 


of Mr. Pitt, 


when the credit of the country had sunk 


so low that money 


on better terms than five per cent. or 
£100 


six per cent. For every - 


money at 
will 


in the century 
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a discount. 

take the 
rather 
before last, 
the money 


could not be raised 


Mr. Pitt 


placed on the shoulders of the country, 


he only obtained £50 
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£60, and in 


this instance the Chancellor of the Ex- 
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Fletcher, Rt. Hon, Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 


| Foster,PhilipS(Warwick,S. W. 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Goddard. Daniel Ford 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.( Elgin & Nairn 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grim! le 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt Hn L'rdG.(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Mary-.of (Lond nd’rry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wim. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Hardy, L ——— 
Harmsworth, ht. Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


every £1 00 of indebtedness. 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was 


House 
(Division List No. 
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chequer has obtained some £94 only for 


Lagree that 


in too great a hurry, and that 
ifhe had waited he might have raised 


on better terms. 


(11.48.) Question put. 


divided : — Ayes, 


200.) 


216; 


Heath, James (Staffords.,N.W. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
———, Alexander 
Holland, William Henry 


| Hope.J. F. (Sheftield, Brightside 


Hoult, Joseph 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 


Jones, William(Carn’rvonshire 
Kenyon- Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH. (Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leng, Sir Jolin 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S, 
Levy, Maurice 

Llewellyn. Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,( ‘ol. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. J.(Antrim, E.) 
M‘Crae, George 

MKillop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt HnSirH. E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Damfriessh 
Middlemore,Jno. Throgmorton 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 








1499 Adjournment of 
Montagu, (. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants. ) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morgan,Hn.Fred.(Monm thsh. | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Murray, RtHn. A.Grah’m(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Parker, Gilbert 
Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 4 
Peel, Hn Win. Robert Wellesley 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert | 


Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 


Randles, John 8S. 
Rea, Russell | 
Reed. Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) | 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson | 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 


Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 


Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 


Delany, William 
Dillon, John 


Ffrench, Peter 
Gillooly, James 


} 
| 
Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick | 


Bill read the third time and passed. 


UNIVERSITY OF WALES (GRADUATES) 
BILL. 


{COMMONS} 


Renwick, George 

Riehards, Henry Charles 
Ridley,Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 


| Robson, William Snowdon 


Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
Russell, T. W. 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


| Sadler, Col. Samuel! Alexander 
| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 


} Seton-Karr, Henry 
| Shaw-Stewart,M.H. (Renfrew) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) | 


Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith. Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


| Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 


Stewart.Sir Mark J. M*Tageart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon Charles Hedley 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
| Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
| Thornton, Perey M. 


Tomkinson, James 
‘VYomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


Ure, Alexander 


NOES. 


Joyce, Michael 


Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal, W.) 
Leamy, Edmund 
Lundon, W. 


MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MaeNeill. John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


| M‘Govern, T. 

| M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

| M‘Kean, John 

| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John P. 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


| O'Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 


} 





the House. 


Valentia, Viscount 


Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Wason,JohnCatheart (Orkney) 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Cl. A,C. E(Taunton 


| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 


White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E, R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wortley. Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


| Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


| (YConnor, T. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr Anstruther. 


P. (Liverpool) 


| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


| 


O' Kelly,James( Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, Jaines 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 


Redmond, William (Clare) 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


mittee(without Amendment), considered ; 


to be read the third time upon Friday. 


Reported from the Standing Com- | 


Adjourned at five minutes after 


Twelve o'clock. 


1500 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. | MENAT BRIDGE URBAN DISTRICT 


COUNCIL BILL [H.L.]. 
Thursday, 5th June, 1902. The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 


—_—— reported from the Select Committee, with 
The Lord Masham took the Oath. | Amendments. 


WHITSTABLE IMPROVEMENT 
BILL [H.1.], 


~ 


The Marquess of Dufferin and Ava 
sat first in Parliament after the death of 


his father. CONSETT WATER BILL (1.1), 
aoe PRESTON CORPORATION BILL. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. Reported, with Amendments. 
GLOUCESTERSHIRE ELECTRIC 
The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the POWER BILL, 
> House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments DOVER HARBOUR BILL [1.1.1], 


F had laid upon the Table the Certificate 


: . ; ‘ SCARBOROUG TRAMWAYS BILL. 
« from the Examiners that the further SCARBOROUGH TRAMWAYS BEA 


F Standing Orders ‘applicable to the fol- The King’s consent signified ; and Bills 
Is lowing Bill have been complied with : reported, with Amendments. 
Norwich Corporation (Electricity, etc.). LEYLAND AND FARINGTON GAS 
3ILL. 
The sé was ordered to lie « : ; 
T iq same was ordered to lie on the Reported, without Amendment. 
able. 


DARTFORD IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


EF YSTRADFELLTE WATER BILL . 
¢ ©YSTRADFELLT! iah-anibeesre-se Reported, with Amendments. 


Petition for additional provision; of 


F the Neath Rural District Council; to- MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 

~ gether with proposed Amendments and Report from the Select Committee, 
1 Clouses annexed thereto; read and re- That the Committee had not proceeded 
| ferred to the Examiners. with the consideration of the Bill, no 


P parties having appeared in opposition 

> LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 

: POWERS) BILL. Table ; The orders made on the 24th 

A petition of Messrs. Allen and Son, of of April and the 15th of May last dis- 

E 17, Carlisle Street, Soho Square, Parlia- charged ; and Bill committed. 

3 mentary Agents, praying tor leave to pre- COMMERCIAL GAS BILL. 

* ge ‘ iti f the Westminster : ; ‘ , 

: Bor al me a Paxil teen ye Report from the Select Committee, 
oorough Vouncil, pray ce RaaePhary tear@ PY That the Committee had not proceeded 

: counsel against the Bill, although the \ith the consideration of the Bill, no 

F time limited by Standing Order No. 93, parties having appeared in opposition 
Y for woe ‘such petition has expired; thereto : read, and ordered to lie on 

: read, and ordered to lie _ the Table; the Table; The orders made on the 

- and ‘Standing Order No. 93. to be con- | 22nd of April and the 15th of May last 

+ sidered tomorrow, in order to its being discharged ; and Bill committed. 

; dispensed with in respect of the said 


Y petition. BARROW HAMATITE STEEL 
COMPANY, LIMITED, BILL [x.1.}. 
CLEETHORPES [IMPROVEMENT BILL. Read 2* (according to order). 


Report from His Majesty's Attorney- | oy :eTHORPES IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
General received, and ordered to lie on : 2 a8 
the Table Read 2*, and committed ; The Com- 
; mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
NORTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYsS_ Of Selection. 
BILL [#.L. ], 
MARGATE CORPORATION WATER 
ROSSENDALE VALLEYS TRAMWAYS BILL [n.1.]. 
_— (m.1.} The King’s consent signified ; Bill read 
Reported, with Amendments. 3%, and passed, and sent to the Commons. 
VOL, CVII.  [Fourrn Series} 3K 
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LEICESTER CORPORATION BILL [1.1]. 
Read 3°, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


Returns, 


OMAGH URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL. 


Read 3", with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


CITY OF LONDON (STREETS) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1 ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


PAISLEY GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL. [H.L.). 

Read 8* (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


WEST HAM GAS BILL, 
KENT WATER BILL, 
KENT ELECTRIC POWER BILL, 
POWER 


SOUTH WALES ELECTRICAL 
DISTRIBUTION BILL, 


SOUTHPORT AND LYTHAM TRAM- 
ROAD BILL, 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL, 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 

WAY (STEAM VESSELS) BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 

tion, That the following Lords be pro- 
posed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills ; ( viz.) :— 

E. Romney, 

L. North, 

L. Colchester, 

L. Brougham andjVaux (Chairman), 

L. Muncaster, 


Agreed to; and the said Lords ap- 
pointed accordingly: The Committee to 
meet on Wednesday next at eleven 
o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the 
Committee, with leave to the petitioners 
praying to be heard by counsel against 
the Bills to be heard as desired, as also 
counsel for the Bills. 


LAND DRAINAGE PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL (No. 85), 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL (No. 86), 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL (No. 87), 


{LORDS} 


Reports, &e. 1504 
|} LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL (No. 88). 

Brought from the Commons ; read 1°, 
to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

Read 2* (according to order), and com. 
mitted. The Committee to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 

Read 2* (according to order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the whole 
House tomorrow. 


ORDERS CONFIR- 
1) BILL [H.1.], 


GAS AND WATER 
MATION (No. 
AND WATER ORDERS CONFIR- 
MATION (No. 2) BILL [ILL], 


GAS 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [4.1.1], 
GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
BILL [H.L.], 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [4.1], 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [4.1.) 


Read 2* (according to order). 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 2813. Turkey (Constantinople) 
No. 2814. Brazil (Pernambuco). 
No. 2815. France (Réunion). 
No. 2816. Germany (Baden). 
COLONTES—ANNUAL. 
No. 354. 
1901). 
ARMY (MILITARY EDUCATION). 

1. Report of the Committee appointed 
to consider the education and training 
of officers of the Army; together with 
appendix. 

2. Minutes of Evidence. 

Presented (by command), and ordered 

| to lie on the Table. 
ARMY (VOLUNTEERS). 
| Proposed Amendment of the scheme 
relative to the efficiency of Volunteers, 
{under Order in Council dated 4th 
Novem ber, 1901. 


Bermuda (Report for 
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1505 Valencia 
INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879 To 1899 (AB- 
SENCE UNDER LICENCE OF IN- 


MATES OF CERTIFIED 

REFORMATORIES. 

Regulation made by the Secretary of 
State ‘or the Home Department, in 
pursuance of Section 6 of the Inebriates 
Act, 1898, respecting the absence under 
licence of inmates of certified inebriate 
reformatories. 


INEBRIATE 


DESTRUCTIVE INSECTS ACT, 1877. 
Order, dated 31st of May, 1902, relative 
to the Colorado beetle. 


SUPERANNUATION. 

Treasury Minute, dated 31st May, 
1902, declaring that Henry Birmingham, 
artificer, Royal Small Arms Factory, 
Enfield, was appointed without a civil 
service certificate. through inadvertence 
on the part of the head of his Depart- 
ment. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act) and ordered to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILLS. 


PAUPER CHILDREN (IRELAND) 
BILL [u.1. }. 

A Bill to amend the Pauper Children 
(Ireland) Act, 1898. Was presented by 
the Lord Clonbrock (for the Lord 
Monteagle of Brandon): read 1*; to be 
printed ; and to be read 2* on Thursday 
next. (No. 83.) 


BRITISH MUSEUM BILL [1.1. }. 

A Bill to enable the Trustees of the 
British Museum to remove certain news- 
papers and other printed matter from 
the present British Museum Buildings. 
Was presented by the Viscount Peel; 
read 1*; to be printed ; and to be read 
2*on Monday next. (No. 89.) 

WILD BIRDS PROTECTION ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL [u.1. ] 
[SECOND READING. ] 

_ Order of the Day for the Second Read- 

ing read. 


THe Eart or JERSEY: My Lords, 
this Bill provides that where any person is 
convicted of an offence against the Wild 
Birds Protection Acts, 1880 to 1896, the 
Court may, in addition to any penalty | 
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this pier. 


Harbour Pier. 1506 


that may therein be imposed, order any 
wild bird, or wild bird’s egg, in respect 
of which the offence has been committed, 
to be forfeited and disposed of as the 
Court shall think fit. The measure has 
the support of the Home Office, and I 
trust that your Lordships will give it a 
Second Reading. 

Bill read 2*, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on 


| Monday next. 


IRISH SALMON FISHERIES. 


Tue Eart or MAYO: My Lords, I 
beg to ask His Majesty’s Government if 
the Department of Agriculture (Ireland) 
can give information as to the relative 
values of salmon fisheries privately 
owned, and of those fished by men 
working a public fishery on their com- 
mon law rights; and to ask that this 
information may be given in a Parlia- 
mentary Paper. 


THe Eart or DENBIGH: The infor- 
mation at the disposal of the Depart- 
ment is more or less conjectural, but, 
such as it is, it will be placed in the form 
of a Memorandum and laid on the Table 
in the course of a few days. 


VALENCIA HARBOUR PIER. 

THe Eart or MAYO: My Lords, I 
beg to ask his Majesty’s Government if 
the Great Southern and Western Rail- 
way Company, Ireland, did not promote 
a Bill entitled the Valencia Harbour Pier 
Bill in 1900, and, in view of the want 
of this pier in order to enable the 
mackerel to be landed, if the Great 
Southern and Western Railway can be 
compelled to carry out the terms of the 
Bill. 1 had an opportunity the other 
day of realising the necessity that exists 
for a pier at Valencia Harbour. Large 
quantities of mackerel are caught, but 
they cannot be dealt with or sent to 
market in consequence of the want of 
A Bill was promoted by the 
Great Southern and Western Railway 
Company in 1900 for a pier there, but 
up to the present no steps have been 
taken in this direction. I may mention 
that by the Amalgamation Bill the 
Waterford line have acquired a very 
good pier at Fenit, and derive a very 
good profit from the mackerel which 


are landed there daily. 
 8K2 
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Tue EarL oF DENBIGH: Under the 


provisions of the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Act 1900, the Com- 
pany are enpowered to construct, within 
five years of the passing of that Act, the 

ier mentioned in the question; but the 
Sevasemat have no power to compel 
them to do so. I understand that if at 
the end of that time the pier is not con- 
structed the power lapses. 


Queen Anne’s 


QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY. 

Viscount CROSS: My Lords, I beg 
to ask His Majesty's Government 
whether it is intended to give legislative 
effect to the recommendations of the 
Joint Committee on Queen Anne’s 
Bounty Board, and meanwhile whether 
any provisional appointment has been 
made to the joint office of Treasurer and 
Secretary of that Board. The Joint 
Committee practically came to a 
unanimous conclusion as to what ought 
to be done with regard to Queen Anne’ | 
Bounty, but up to the present no steps 
have been taken to carry out their 
recommendations. Since the death of the 
late Treasurer and Secretary there is no 
one who has statutory powers to enforce 
the payment of first fruits and tenths. Itis 
quite true that they have been gathered 
in some way or another by the most 
efficient Chief Clerk, but. still, he has no 
power to enforce payment. The only | 
person who can enforce payment is the 
Treasurer and Secretary, and no appoint- 
ment has been made to this joint office. 
This is no doubt due to the fact that it | 
is not considered desirable to create a 
vested interest in anybody else, as it is 
very likely that some radical changes 











{LORDS} 


| sively. 
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*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY : 
My Lords, I am at a loss for several 
reasons, to understand why the noble 
Viscount has put his question. He is 
generally understood to be a friend of 
Queen Anne’s Bounty, and it would be 
harder to believe that he has any 
sympathy for the methods of the Office 
of the Ecclesiastical Commission. The 
question between the Bounty Board, and 
the Secretary of the Ecclesiastical 
Commission originated entirely out of 
the question of dilapidations, and the 
Secretary of the Ecclesiastical Com mis- 
sion dangled before the clergy a scheme 
for assisting them in those difficulties by 
a gift or loan of £100,000; but the 
noble Viscount must be aware that that 
scheme has been found to be unwork- 
able, and has been condemned by many 
Diocesan Conferences and by the clerical 


Bounty. 


newspapers. It must also be within his 
knowledge that the Convocations 
of both provinces have called upon 
the clergy to examine into the 


question of dilapidations and to express 
their views and wishes upon a matter 
which concerns them solely and exclu- 
There has not yet been time for 
the clergy to express their views, so what 
is the use of asking the Government for 
an opinion or for a decision which must 
be premature ? Moreover, why ask the 


| Government if they intend to legislate 


when their hands are more than full, 
and when it is doubtful if the subjects 
already before Parliament can be carried 
through. 


The noble Viscount must also be aware 


that many accusations have been made 
against the office of the Ecclesiastical 


may be made in the Queen Anne’s | Commission for misconduct, or, at the 


Bounty arrangements. 
would be wise and proper meanwhile, 


But, surely, it | ; : P 
y> committed to it ; that a special Committee 


least, mismanagement of the business 


that someone should be vested with the | of Queen Anne's Bounty in November, 


necessary powers to collect the first fruits 
and pence; it could be made a condition 


that the appointment should carry with | 
I think it was on | : - 
q| Bounty office with that Commission 
| could be entertained ; that this had been 
| agreed to unanimously by the subsequent 


it no vested interest. 
the Motion of the Right Reveren 
Prelate the Bishop of Winchester, whom 
I see present, that we made this 
recommendation in the 
the Joint Committee ; and I should be 
glad to hear what His 
Government have to say 
matters. 


Report of | 


Majesty’s | not be otherwise. 
on both| of the Bounty office has come off with 


1900, reported that in their opinion a 
thorough examination of the Ecclesias- 
tical Commission was necessary before 
any question of amalgamation of the 


General Court of the Governors, and that 
at that Court the Archbishops of Canter- 
bury and York were present. It could 
The administration 


flying colours from the inquiry by the 
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Joint Committee, whilst the accusations 
publicly made against the office of the 
Commission have not been inquired into, 
and no contradiction or explanation of 
them has been offered by the Secretary 
of the Commission. I have to ask His 
Majesty’s Government, in accordance with 
the notice standing in my name, whether 
they have received a copy of the Report 
of the special committee of Queen Anne’s 
Bounty of November, 1900, to which I 
have referred; whether before bringing 
in any Bill for amalgamation, the Govern- 
ment will appoint a Commission to take | 
evidence as to the working of the 
Ecclesiastical Commission, and make the 
thorough inquiry suggested by the Report | 
as necessary ; and whether up to the | 
present any inquiry of the nature} 
suggested has been made or any evidence | 
tuken except that of the Secretary of | 
the Ecclesiastical Commission. 





| 


| have heard a rumour that the most | 
reverend Primate who presides over the 
Southern Province considered that the 
evidence tendered to the Joint Committee 
by the Secretary of the Ecclesiastical | 
Commission answered the purpose of an 
inquiry, but that cannot be, since his | 
evidence was limited to statements 
volunteered by himself and chiefly on the 
subject of his scheme. If it were true 
that the most reverend Primate enter- 
tained such an idea, he would forfeit the | 
character which he obtained before he | 
ascended the right reverend Bench, and | 
the title which he shares with Aristides. 
The Report of the Joint Committee 
was most inconclusive and of the nature | 
of a compromise. It did not recommend | 
amalgamation, since it recommended 
that the two officers and their methods 
of dealing with the clergy should be) 
kept distinct. In that case. why 
meddle with them? It is said that a 
Bill has been drawn up somewhere and 
that this Bill infringes the Royal 
prerogative. The Bounty Fund was | 
the gift of Queen Anne and is a | 
Royal fund, and since its founda-| 
tion the sovereigns of this country | 
| 
| 
| 
| 


have attended carefully to its adminis- | 
tration, and by the use of the 
Sign Manual have from time to time im- 
proved and reformed its administration. 

This benefit, and all the advantages of | 
being able to alter, when necessary, the | 
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| was put on the Paper 


| thought that the 
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rules of the Bounty Office without a re- 
sort to cumbersome legislation would be 
lost if the seheme of the Commission 
Office were not discarded and laid to 
rest. There is one part of the noble 
Viscount’s question with which I agree— 
namely, the part in which he asks 
whether the Government will make any 
provisional appointment to the joint 
office of Treasurer and Secretary. I 
think it would be far better that the 
present Chief Clerk should be perma- 
nently appointed than that the present 
arrangements should be continued. 


King’s Message. 


No one rising on the Government 
Bench to reply to the question, 


Viscount CROSS said: I hope some 
member of His Majesty’s Government 
will give me an answer to the short ques- 
tions I have put, and not be led away 
| by the other matters raised by Lord 
Stanley of Alderley. 


Still no answer being forthcoming, 


Viscount CROSS said: This question 
before the Whit- 
and I should have 
Government had had 
ample time to consider it. As I cannot 
get an answer today, | will renew the 
question this day week. 


suntide holidays, 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—PEACE 
THANKSGIVING SERVICE AT. ST. 
PAUL’S—KING’S MESSAGE. 

The Lord Chancellor acquainted the 
House that he had received the following 
letter from Sir Francis Knollys, K.C.M.G., 


KCB. 


Buckingham Palace. 
4th June, 1902. 

My Lord,—I am commanded by the hing 
to inform your Lordship that, accompanied by 
the Queen, he proposes to be present at the 
T hanksgiving Service at St. Paul’s Cathedral, 
on Sunday next the 8th instant, and to state 
that, should any Members of the House of 
Lords desire to attend on the oceasion, His 
Majesty will direct places to be reserved for 
them, 

I have the honour to be, 
My Lord, 
Your obedient, humble servant, 
FRANCIS KNOLLYS. 


LIEUTENANT-GENERAL LORD 
KITCHENER OF KHARTOUM. 
His Majesty's most gracious Message 
of yesterday considered (according to 
order). 
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Then an humble Address of thanks and 


concurrence ordered nemine dissentiente to 
be presented to His Majesty thereupon : 
The said Address to be presented to His 
Majesty by the Lords with White Staves. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—VOTE OF 
THANKS TO THE FORCES. 

THE PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (the Marquess of Satis- 
BURY): My Lords, I have now to move, 
in accordance with the notice I have 
given, the following Motion. [The Prime 
MINISTER here read the Motion, the 
terms of which are set out at the end of 
the noble Marquess’s speech.] It is my 
duty to submit these Resolutions to you. 
The meed of approbation which they 
express is one which, as a matter of 
custom, is offered on these occasions, 
happily, not infrequent, where distin- 
guished service has been rendered by 
His Majesty’s forces to the Empire. It is 
a reward which it has been a matter of 
custom to accord to the great efforts and 
merits of His Majesty's forees, in 
achievements, which. not now only, 
but throughout a long history, they 
have displayed whenever the exigencies 
of the Empire called for their devoted 
services. It is a reward which the 
Houses of Parliament have always been 
accustomed to pay them, and which, | 
am sure that on this occasion, with even 
greater willingness, you will accord as a 
remembrance of the service that has 
been done and of the energy which we 
desire to stamp with approbation on our 
records. It has been a matter o 
frequent practice for the two Houses of 
Parliament to record the expression ot 
their thanks for these great achieve- 
ments, and there is no reward, probably, 
which it is in the power of the Govern- 
ment of England to give, which is so 
much valued as _ this expression of 
admiration and applause by the two 
Houses of Parliament. But this is an 
occasion on which it can be offered 
with special confidence, and with an 
earnest feeling that it has been well 
deserved, “.r seldom in our annals have 
exertions so great been made or have 
met, after much vicissitude, with such 
brilliant results, 

It is unnecessary for me to dwell on 
the circumstances of the enormous effort 


which this country has made to 
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maintain the credit of its flag and the 
unbroken force of its military prestige. 
On this occasion, I believe, a force vary- 
from 200,000 to 260,000 men has been 
kept in a distant land 6,000 miles away, 
in order to repel an attack which was 
in no way provoked and to show that 


such attacks cannot be made with 
impunity. It is a well-established thing 


that the effort to resist an enemy must 
depend for its value largely upon the 
circumstances; and no one will, I think, 
dispute that on this occasion the troops, 
upon which the Crown of England is 
accustomed to rely for the defence of its 
rights and the maintenance of its honour, 
have shown more than usual resource 
and energy in answering the appeal made 
tothem. The distance from home of 
6,000 miles, the number of men 
employed, 250,000 or more, and the 
necessity for meeting an attack to some 


extent unforeseen and supported by 
unusual circumstances and unusual 


power, attach special importance to this 
oceasion. Difficulties have been thrown 
in the way of our troops of an Unusual 
character, and it is only by the splendid 
qualities which they have displayed they 
have been able to overcome all the 
| obstacles they had to encounter. 

| There is a difficulty undoubtedly in 
| pleading this case before your Lordships ; 
itor we have to deal at the same time 
| with considerations which cannot be 
fully entered into, and the merits of our 
troops are largely enhanced by the fact 
‘that they have been contending against 
| difficulties of no ordinary kind, and 
jupon the vigour with which those 
| ditticulties were beaten down their merit 
|and claim to your approbation depend. 
| It is not possible on this occasion, which 
jis not a controversial occasion to enter 
'on the question of the causes of the 
extreme obstacles with which our troops 
| had to contend. We cannot ask, here 
or now, whether there was full prepara- 
tion for the enemy we had to oppose, 
whether we were fully prepared to resist 
the tremendous force of our enemy, and 
whether any of our unpreparedness, if 
we can so call it, is due asa matter of 
blame to any special person, circum- 
stances, or events. These are things whick 
will, perhaps, be proper subjects for discus- 
sion at another time, but would now, I 
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other hand, we must not conceal from 
ourselves the fact that the enemy were 
enabled to accumulate such vast prepara- 
tions, that they were able to fully avail 
themselves of the advantage the peculiar 
character of their country gave them, 
and the fact that all these things were 
the results of many causes upon which 
I shall expect to hear my noble friend 
descant on the proper occasion, but in 
respect to which we must say that their 
existence enormously increased the ob- 
stacles with which our gallant troops 
had ‘o contend, and enormously enhanced 
the distinguished merit they have shown 
in overcoming all the difficulties thrown 
in their way. It was not only that they 
were at an enormous distance from their 
base; it was not only that they were an 
enormous force (a force wholly unprece- 
dented in our annals of war) to be main- 
tained and sustained; it was not only 
these circumstances, but it was the 
nature of the enemy they had to deal 
with and of the work they had to do. 
These were unprecedented and excessive ; 
and by the brilliant effort and courage 
and the gallantry and resource which 
our troops showed in meeting those difti- 
culties, we were enabled ultimately to 
come out victorious, and at the same 
time to add fresh honours to the records, 
ful: of lustre, which already adorn the 
history of the British arms. 

My Lords, it is not easy for us to enter 
into details as to matters which stir up 
the cinders that are still burning, and 
on which, if we expressed ourselves with 
freedom, we might justly be accused of 
not doing all we could for the purpose 
of cementing a lately compacted peace. 
We feel that these subjects are to a great 
extent debarred, and we cannot enlarge 
upon them. What we have to deal with, 
and what we can dwell upon, is the extra- 
ordinary qualities displayed by the British 
generals and the British troops in a kind 
of warfare of which we have had no 
experience, and through which we have 
contended against many vicissitudes and 
difficulties. It is said, I will not say by 


whom, that we labour under a particular 
disadvantage in this country, because the 
troops by which the honour and interests 
of the country are defended are not 
assembled by the action of the law, by 
executive force, under the standards of 
their country, but have brought their 
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energy, their loyalty and their courage 
as to an undertaking to which they are 
attracted, not by coercion, but by the 
emoluments and the honours of a great 
and splendid vocation. Some people in 
some parts of the world have thought 
that this is a disadvantage to us, 
that it would be better for us to attract 
the defenders of the country by the 
action of a coercive law to the standards 
under which they serve. We have not 
thought so; we have never thought so 
up to this time; we have always been 
content to attract them by the motives 
which honour and patriotism could 
offer; and we have never yet had cause 
to repent of ourchoice. | hope that that 
feeling will still continue, and that 
we shall be able — hereafter, as now, 
to exult in the splendid results of trust- 
ing not in coercion, not in law and in 
force, but in such attractions as we can 
offer, and in the persistent support of 
the feelings of loyalty and honour, to 
procure us those forces which are essen- 
tial to the maintenance of our Empire, 
and which now, in our extremest need, 
have certainly in no way failed us. 
These resolutions perhaps need no 
further and special remark except that 
one which offers the thanks of this 
House to the officers, warrant officers, 
non-commissioned officers, and men of 
His Majesty’s Colonial and Indian forces 
for their co-operation with his Majesty's 
Imperial forces. I am not certain, but 
| think that is a new feature in cere- 
monies of this kind. I do not know that 
we have ever before formally thanked 
—certainly we have never before had 
such abundant cause to thank — our 
colonial fellow-subjects for the support 
they have given us at a time when 
support was really needed. There was 
a time not long ago, when, as your Lord- 
ships know, this country was cast out 
with reproach in almost every literature 
in Europe. Your Lordships can re- 
member that none believed in our 
success; all thought that the time of 
our downfall had arrived; and it was 
at that time. when our destinies seemed 
to be darkest and there was the strongest 
ground for fearing that, at all events, 
we were on the brink of a bitter and long- 
contested struggle, that the attachment 
and loyalty of our fellow-subjects beyond 
the sea showed itself in its brightest and 
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most valuable colours. If their affection 
had not been so sincere, if they had 
not had the same ground of valuing 
beyond everything the polity to which 
we all belong, it would have been an 
easy opportunity for them to have 
dropped us off and to have said little, or 
done little, in defence of the common 
heritage for which we were contending. 
But there was nothing of thekind. The 
more our difficulties increased, the mor¢ 
their loyalty grew warm and sure, and 
it isas much to the moral as to the 
material support which their constant 
adhesion gave to us, that we owe it that 
we were able to defy all the hostility and 
bitterness of all our opponents, that we 
were able to carry on to the end, without 
flinching, a conflict of which there are 
few examples in our history. We were 


able to impress upon our opponents 
that, be their animosity what it 
may, there is strength enough in 


the steadfastness of Englishmen and 
above all in the steadfast affection 
of Englishmen beyond the sea to cause 
all their efforts to tail and be of no effect. 

My Lords, there is no doubt that this 
will be a remarkable incident in history. 
It will be held remarkable that, when it 
was thought that 50,000 or 60,000 men 
were the utmost we could produce, we 
have been able to raise and to bring into 
line between 200,000 and 300,000, It 
will be remarkable because we have been 
able to frustrate and defy the evil 
auguries of our opponents. It will be 
remarkable, above all, because we have 
been able to do so by the force of a 
sympathy and support which is new in 
our history, and of which some thirty 
or forty years ago nobody would have 
dreamed. My Lords, these are subjects 
for exultation. We have, no doubt, lost 
many precious lives, and spent much 
treasure ; but, at all events. the result of 
it is that we are, in the eyes of all the 
world, much stronger than we ever were, 
and that we have been able to show that 
when we were exposed—when the 
country was absolutely denuded of troops 
—yet our naval supremacy and the 
position we occupy in the world have 
been sufficient to protect us, and that 
England has never been safer than 
during this period of apparently her 
greatest danger. These are grounds on 
which I think your Lordships will 

The Marquess of Salisbury, 
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recognise that there is reason for the 
tribute which you are asked to pay to 
the gallant troops by whose agency all I 
have spoken of has been done. 1| trust 
that what has happened may be regarded 
as an undertaking for continued peace, 
and that there is no danger of fears of 
this kind invading our political horizon 
again. At all events, there is ground 
for the fullest confidence that in the 
steadfastness of our own people, in the 
tenacity of our resolutions, in the affection 
of our kinsmen beyond the sea, we have 
a security for our safety and continued 
Empire which we may cherish with 
redoubled fondness, and which we may 
be certain will never in the future lead 
us astray. We have these grea’ results 
after great trials and great vicissitudes 
and they are, at all events, results which 
are due tothe courage, resource, and 
sacrifices of our soldiers, and I ask you 
to record your gratitude in a vote of 
thanks to them for all that they have 
done. 


Moved to resolve— 


“That the thanks of this House be 
given to the officers and warrant officers 
of the Navy, the Army, the Royal 
Marines, the Militia, the Imperial 
Yeomanry, and the Volunteers, for the 
energy and gallantry with which they 
executed the services which they were 
called upon to perform during the pro- 
longed campaign in South Africa. 

“That this House doth acknowledge 
and highly approve the gallantry, disci- 
pline, and good conduct displayed by the 
petty officers, non-commissioned officers, 
and men of the Navy, the Army, the 
Royal Marines, the Militia, the Imperial 
Yeomanry, andthe Volunteers, through- 
out the war. 

“ That the thanks of the House be given 
to the officers, warrant officers, non- 
commissioned officers, and men of His 
Majesty’s Colonial and Indian forces 
for their co-operation with His Majesty's 
Imperial forces, and for the energy and 
gallantry with which they executed the 
services which they were called upon to 
perform during the prolonged campaign 
in South Africa. 

“That this House doth acknowledge 
and highly approve the gallantry, discip- 
line, and good conduct displayed by His 
Majesty’s Colonial and Indian forces, 
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and doth also acknowledge the cordial 
good feeling which animated all His 
Majesty's forces. 
“That the thanks of this House be | 
given to the officers, warrant officers, non- | 
commissioned officers, and men of the | 
several corps of Militia which have been | 
embodied in Great Britain and Ireland | 
during the course of the war, for the 
zealous and meritorious services which 
they have rendered at home and abroad. 
* That this House doth acknowledge, 
with admiration, the distinguished valour, | 
devotion, and conduet of those ofticers 
and men who have perished during the 
campaign in South Africa in the service 
of the Empire, and desires to express 
deep sympathy with their relatives and 
friends.” —(The Marquess of Salishury.) 


*Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I rise | 
at once to support the Motion which has | 
been made in such appropriate terms by | 
the noble Marquess the head of His 
Majesty’s Government. I congratulate | 
the noble Marquess on the terms of 
the resolution which is before us, and 
on the references in his speech; for| 
[am able, as it is right that we should 
be able on all occasions of this sort, 
unanimously to support, and most 
heartily to support, the Motion he has 
made. I am sure that every heart in| 
this country thrilled with joy and was 
filled with thankfulness when the news 
arrived that peace had been made in | 
South Africa. When we heard that, 
our first thoughts are turned to the 
gallant men who have been, at the cost 
ot their lives, fighting for the cause of 
their King and country: for to them it is 
due that this happy event has come about. 
My Lords, in every war we have Vicissi- | 
tudes, in every war we have defeats, and | 

| 


this war has been no exception. There 
have been defeats, but I am happy to 
think that the war has ended in victory. 

The noble Marquess has referred, in | 
terms much more able than I can expect 
to use, to the war which has just con- 
cluded: but I must be ailowed to say a 
few words with regard to it. The vicissi- 
tudes of war depend chiefly on the 
toe we have to meet and the country 
in which our operations take place. 
With regard to the foe, we are 
glad to notice from gallant and dis- 
tinguished men an acknowledgment 
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not only of the bravery but of the 
military capacity of the enemy we 
have had to meet in the field. And we 
are not surprised at that when we 
know from whom they are descended. 
They are descended from a nation with 
whom in old days we have been often at 
war, and we have always known of the 
valour and intrepidity and the military 
skill of the Dutch nation. In the 
present war they were not organised 
in a military capacity like the forces 
we know of in European wars. 
When we consider the battles and 
campaigns that have taken place within 
our memory, we know that the Boers 
were not organised as the forces were 
in those operations; but they were 


organised in a manner most efficient to 


carry out their ends and most suitable 
to the country where they were fighting. 
Not only were they armed with artillery 
of the greatest range and the greatest 
power, but they were armed also 
with small arms of the greatest 
possible precision. They had ample 
ammunition, and they were  remark- 


jable for their great skill as riflemen. 


In addition to this, they had an 
enormous number of most useful horses 


| accustomed to the country; they were 


admirable horsemen, and their horses 
and horsemen greatly added to the dif- 
ficulties with which our soldiers had to 
contend. [ venture to say that, even 
with the greatest possible exertion, and 


/even up to the last, that mobility which 


was so remarkable in the Boer forces 
was never emulated or attained by our 
own forees. Then, my Lords, they were 
in a country which they knew intimately 

a country, I venture to say, with hardly 
any rival, except, perhaps, the West of 
India, in the way of the ditticulties to 
he encountered by troops—a mountain- 
ous country, with rivers and other serious 
obstacles. With these difliculties our 
enemy was just as familiar as our soldiers 
were unfamiliar with them. 

The noble Marquess has referred to the 
distance of the Cape from this country ; 
and, although that may not be altogether 
germane to what has been done by our 
generals and soldiers and naval men in 
South Africa, | think on an occasion of 
this sort it is impossible to keep silence 
upon it. I believe that few greater 
achievements have ever been carried out 
by any nation than the transport of this 
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enormous force to South Africa. The 
noble Marquess spoke of between 200,000 
and 300,000 men; but I veuture to say 
that he is underrating the number, and 
that, what with those who have come 
home, from beginning to end the number 
was probably nearer 400,000 armed men, 
who were transported with all their 
baggage, provisions, horses, and all the 
necessities of war, with scarcely an 
accident, 6,000 miles across the sea. We 
may well be proud of that ; and, if 1 may 
turn to what is, perhaps, more germane 
to the Motion hefore us namely, the 
position of our Army at the seat of war 
in South Africa—we find what enormous 
distances our troops had to traverse. 
They had to traverse over 1,000 miles 
from their base at Cape Town be- 
fore they got to the capital of the 
Transvaal, and that by only a single line 
of railway. They had afterwards in 
the field immense distances to traverse, 
and troops had to be conveyed by means 
of cattle and mule transport. All these 
difficulties were almost without precedent, 
but they have been overcome by the skill 
of the generals and by the courage and 
spirit of our soldiers, and we have to 
thank them today for what they have 
done. The noble Marquess has referred 
in generous terms to the valour of our 
forces, and to the fact that we may 
still point to the valour and splendour 
of our Navy and Army. I believe 
that if in future any greater danger 
may fall upon us, our. sailors and 
soldiers will be equal to the oceasion 
and will be able to uphold the honour of 
our country, which is so dear to us and 
is so cherished by us all. 

My Lords, I cannot but refer, but with- 
out going into detail, to the numerous 
actions that have taken place. I shall 
not go into them one by one; but I will 
venture to say that the names of 
Paardeberg, Ladysmith, Mafeking, and 
Kimberley will be enrolled among the 
splendid actions which belong to our 
Army, and which have won our name 
and reputation inthe past in every 
quarter of the globe. My Lords, what 
were our forces, and how did they be- 
have? First of all, I come to that 
splendid force of which we are so proud, 
the Royal Artillery. I believe the Royal 
Artillery have hardly had a single 
criticism made against them during the 

Earl Spencer, 
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war. Their conduct has been irreproach- 
able and splendid. Then take His 
Majesty’s Guards and the other foot 
regiments of His Majesty. They have 
all shown a brilliant amount of courage 
and discipline. Take our cavalry. 1 at 
once say about them that they were too 
fewin number, and one of the difficulties 
to which the noble Marquess referred was 
the deficiency of cavalry when the war 
first began. As to the performances of 
the cavalry, I doubt whether in history 
there was ever a_ finer exploit 
than the march of General French to 
Kimberley and back again to join the 
forces of Lord Roberts which surrounded 
Cronje at Paardeberg. Then we come to 
the forces other than the regular Military 
forces of His Majesty. We come to a 
larger auxiliary force acting with the 
Army than, 1 believe, has ever fought 
before in the annals of English history. 
We had a _ large force of Militia, 
Volunteers, and Yeomanry, and I 
venture to think they have shown what 
intelligent men, filled with a spirit of 
loyalty and patriotism,can do to make 
themselves efficient in the field. We are 
deeply grateful to them. And last but 
not least among these forces we have to 
thank are those colonial forces to whom 
the noble Marquess referred in such 
admirable terms. I am not sure, but I 
rather think the noble Marquess over- 
looked the fact that this is not the first 
time they have joined usin war. If I am 
not mistaken, the noble Marquess him- 
self in 1885 moved a vote of thanks to 
many colonial, Indian, and Canadian 
troops who assisted in the Soudan war. 
But whether that was so or not, we are 
deeply grateful to them for coming for 
ward in the hour of our need in 
so patriotic and loyal a way. No 
doubt, as the noble Marquess says, It 
marks an epoch in our history when we 
can show that when we are fighting 
our colonists are ready to come forward 
and lay down their lives for their King 
and country as willingly as are English- 
men, Secotchmen, or Irishmen. Our 
thanks are due to all these forces. 

But I come to another force to whom I 
may perhaps be allowed to refer in some- 
what partial terms—I mean the Royal 
Navy and the Marines. I say I may 
refer to them in partial terms, because [ 
had the high honour not many years ago 
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of presiding at the Board of Admiralty. 


Our thanks are specially due on this | 
occasion to them, and I will recall some | 


of the circumstances connected with the 
advent of the Navy to South Africa. 
When Her Majesty’s ship “ Powerful ” 
was returning home, nothing was known 
of what was going on in South Africa, 
but when the gallant captain who 
commanded her heard that war was 
declared he, without a moment’s hesita- 
tion, put into port and placed himself 
at the disposal of the General com- 
manding. He at once, although he had 
no orders from home, took action which 
was, no doubt, highly appreciated at home. 
He proceeded to the Cape and placed 
his forces at the disposal of the General 
commanding. His colleague, a very 
gallant officer, Captain Scott, of the 
“Terrible,” was also there, and he did 
very signal service by enabling the heavy 
guns of the Navy—heavier, I believe, 
than any of those sent out with the 
Army from England—to be put into 
the field, and the efforts of these two 
gallant officers enabled a most efficient 
force to be added to the Army, and 
in all the earlier battles that took place 
you will find prominent in action the 
sailors and marines. With regard to 
zudysmith, I would venture to say that 
the propitious and fortunate arrival 
there of Captain Lambton and_ the 
ship guns had an enormous and_pre- 
dominant effect on the possibility of resist- 
ing the great attack of the Boers on that 
place. The Navy on that occasion proved, 
as they always have done, their valour, 
their desire to come to the front in war 
or whenever their services are required, 
and their power of adapting themselves 
to circumstances. 

The noble Marquess referred with joy 
and thankfulness to those who, we hope, 
will soon return to this country from 
South Africa, and I am sure every subject 
of His Majesty will weleome them with 
enthusiasm. But we cannot forget those 
who, gallantly fighting, fell and rest in 


South Africa. We shall never forget 
them. Their memory and their brave 


actions will remain recorded in our minds, 
and they will be thought of in the same 
way as we think of those who, being 
more fortunate, have survived in_ battle. 
Our deepest sympathy is given to their 

must lament their 
cannot, like others, 


families who now 
fate that they 
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‘welcome their dear. relatives back 
from the war. When we are re- 
cording our thanks to the officers 


‘and men of the Navy and the Army 
contingent, who played so brave a part 
in the campaign, we must remember, 
although we have already voted our 
thanks to him, that gallant General 
who, at great inconvenience to himself 
and almost at a moment's notice, went 
out to South Africa. I mean Lord 
Roberts. We recall his services, which 
were great at the commencement of 
the war. Then I must mention that 
very eminent General who is specially 
mentioned in our vote of thanks. Lord 
Kitchener went out with Lord Roberts 
and took part in the early operations 
when our forces occupied Pretoria. 
He performed admirable services then 
in connection with Lord Roberts; but 
since then he has been in chief com- 
mand, even for a longer period, under 
the most difficult circumstances possible. 
The enemy did not meet him in large 
force in the field, but met him in a 
country well known to themselves, in 
a mountainous country, and they 
inflicted at times heavy losses on our 
troops. But Lord Kitchener overcame 
these forces by his great powers of 
organisation, and I am sure the country 
entertain the greatest gratitude to him 
for what he has done in bringing about 
peace. We humbly thank the king 
for having bestowed honours on Lord 
Kitchener, and we shall join heartily 
in the Motion the noble Marquess has 
made, and which includes the Vote tor a 
grant to Lord Kitchener, a Vote which, if 
not already carried, will, we are confident, 
be carried in the Committee. 


On Question, the said resolutions 
severally agreed to (nemine dissenticnte). 


Ordered, that the Lord Chancellor do 
communicate the said resolutions to 
the Commissioners for executing the 
office of Lord High Admiral, and to 
the Field Marshal Commanding-in-C hief 
His Majesty's Forces, and to His 
Majesty’s Secretary of State for the 
Colonial Department, with a request 
‘that they will communicate the same 
‘to the officers and men referred to 


therein. 
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LOAN BILL. PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 


Brought from the Commons; read 
1*; to be printed; and to be read 2* 
tomorrow. —(The Lord Privy Seal, 
M. Salish ury. ) 


BRITISH MUSEUM BILL. 

* Viscount PEEL: My Lords, I beg 
to present a Bill which is to enable the 
Trustees of the British Museum to 
remove certain papers now in their 
possession at Bloomsbury to a con- 
venient site at Hendon, where these 
papers and other documents will be 
carefully preserved. The removal of 
the papers will be a great convenience 
to the Trustees of the British Museum, 
who are now incommoded at Blooms- 
bury for want of space. 


Bill read 1“: to be printed; and to 
be read 2° on Monday next. 


House adjourned at a quarter 
before Six oclock, till To- 
morrow, a quarter past Four 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 5th June, 1902. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 

The CLERK at the TABLE informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 

UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 
ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE AND DUKIN- 

FIELD CORPORATIONS (ALMA 

BRIDGE, ETC.) BILL [Lorps], 

NEWCASTLE AND GATESHEAD 
WATER BILL [Lorps]. 

As amended, considered: to be read 
the third time. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


EASTBOURNE CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 





ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 

Copy ordered, ‘‘of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in 
the Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill.” —(A/r. Gerald Balfour.) 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 

Copy ordered, ‘‘of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in 
the Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill.’"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP H). 

Mr. Heywoop JOHNSTONEreported from 
the Committee on Group H. of Private 
Bills ; That, for the convenience of parties, 
the Committee had adjourned till Monday 
next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON GOVERNMENT SCHEME 
(SOUTHWARK) BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment | Pro- 
visional Order confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 
third time 


Bill to be read the 


Tomorrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed|; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be 
Tomorrow. 


considered 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 8). 

Mr, Compron Rickert reported from 
the Committee on Group 8 of Railway 
Bills; That, for the convenience of 
parties, the Committee had adjourned 
until Monday next, at Eleven of the 
clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


WEST HAMPSHIRE WATER BILL 
{L.orps]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. FINANCE BILL. 


That they have agreed to— Two petitions from Walthamstow, for 

London School Board (Superannu- alteration ; to lie upon the Table. 
ation) Bill, without Amendment. 
Manchester Corporation Tramways | FRESHWATER FISH (SCOTLAND) BILL, 
Bill. Petition from Stirling, in favour; to 

Limpsfield and Oxted Water Bill, with | lie upon the Table. 

Amendments. 

Amendments to — Waterford and LICENSING BILL. 
3ishop Foy Endowed Schools Bill [ Lords}, 
without Amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to authorise the Liverpool | LONDON ELECTIONS BILL 
Cathedral Committze to purchase a site es ae aaa Seas , 
for and to erect a Cathedral Church for, Petition from Camberwell, in favour; 
the Diocese of Liverpool; {and for | % lie upon the Pable. 
ap aak ite alee WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 

Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act for pg 
empowering the Wrexham and District ,. ve Ta es 
Electric Tramways, Limited, to construct lie upon the Table. 
new tramways and other works, and to 3 nics ill a ane 
work the said tramways by electrical PLUMES acSenheineamraaes BILL. 
power; and for other purposes.” | Petition from Swansea, in favour: to 
{Wrexham District Tramways Bill lie upon the Table. 

ords). 
rn ‘tie o RUD, intitaied, “ An det | 888 OF OS ee ee 
for incorporating the Edgware and cia Meiage a ; 
Hampstead Railway Company, and for Petition from Tudhoe Colliery, in 
empowering them to construct railways favour; to lie upon the Table. 
partly underground from Edgware to 
Hampstead; and for other purposes.” 
[Edgware and Hampstead Railway 
Bill (Lords). | 


_ Petitions in favour ; From Ramsgate ; 
and :Bridlington ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 
LIVERPOOL CATHEDRAL BILL [Lorps}, Pg. 8p ones: . cor wg 
WREXHAM DISTRICT TRAMWAYS BILL | 8°: 394 (Bermuda, Annual Report tor 


[Lorps], 1901) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
EDGWARE AND HAMPSTEAD RAIL. | Lable. 
WAY BILL [Lorps]. | 
Read the first time ; and referred to | TRADE REF ORTS (ANNI AL SERIES). 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 





Bills. Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
‘ ae 2813 to 2816 [by Command]; to lie 
PETITIONS, upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) | INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879 TO 1899 
BILL. (ABSENCE UNDER LICENCE OF 
INMATES OF CERTIFIED INEBRI- 
P ! - ATE REFORMATO oS). 
Little Lever; Aberdare ; Addingham ; siasieaaheeinasarunpeecnis 
Bradford (two) ; Sheffield; Llangattock ; | Return [presented 4th June] to be 
Folkestone ; and Shotts; to lie upon | printed. [No. 201.) 
the Table. 


Petitions against; From Doncaster ; 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884, 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) | Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
BILL. |dated 31st May 1902, declaring that 
Petitions for alteration ; from South- | Henry Birmingham, Artificer, Royal 
all; Norwood; Seaham Harbour; and|Small Arms Factory, Enfield, was 
Eastleigh ; to lie upon the Table. | appointed without a Civil Service 
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Certificate through inadvertence on | 
the part of the Head of his Depart- 
ment [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 





QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Hanworth Smallpox Hospital. 

Sir F. DINON-HARTLAND (Middle 
sex, Uxbridge): To ask the President 
of the Local Government Board, with 
regard to the smallpox hospital that is 
being erected at Hanworth, Middlesex, 
and which the officers of his department 
have just inspected and stated that there 
is no fear of pollution provided that the 
cesspools on the site are emptied 
regularly and their contents are not 
allowed to overflow or soak away into 
the soil, whether, seeing the importance 
of the question, he will give instructions 
by which all refuse solid or fluid shall 
be first treated with lime and_ after- 
wards burnt as a means of ensuring 
safety to the public. 


(.tnswer.) As I stated on a previous 
occasion, | have no authority to interfere 
with regard to this hospital, as it is not 
proposed to defray the cost out of 
borrowed money. Hence, I am_ not 
empowered to give instructions of the 
kind desired. but I will recommend the 
Urban District Council to take all neces- 
sary measures for the safe disposal of 
refuse from the building when it is 
used as a hospital.—(Locel Government 
Board.) 


Scottish Congested Districts Board— 
Island of Lewis Scheme. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Lord Advocate, in view of the 
fact that the Deer Forest Commissioners 
state at page 10 of their Report, dated 
19th March 1895, that any scheme 
that would result in affording cottars 
the opportunity of obtaining crofts 
would operate a substantial relief both 
to the cottars themselves and to the 
ne'chbouring crofters, will he say whéther 
the proprietor of the Island of Lewis 
has recently been approached with a 
view to the acquisition of land requisite 
for putting into effect in the island a 
scheme such as that suggested; and, 
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Questions. 


if not, will he state when the proprietor 
was last communicated with on the 
subject, the nature of the proposal made 


to him, and the reply thereto. 


(Answer.) IT am informed by the Con- 
gested Districts Board that they have 
been in communication with Major 
Matheson on the subject of crofts for 
cottars, but at present he has none 
to give them. In the meantime, at 
Major Matheson’s request, the Con- 
gested Districts Board have re-opened 
the question of feuing land near Storno- 
way for fishermen’s dwellings.—(Scottish 
Office.) 


Island of Lewis Lights. 
Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord Advocate 
if he will state when the work of erecting 
a beacon on Tannasgeir Loch, Carloway, 


Island of Lewis, will be finished. 


(Answer) I am informed by the Con- 
gested Districts Board that the erection 
of this beacon is not an easy job, as 
it is difficult to land either men or 
material on the rocks, which are only 
dry at certain states of the tide, and 
that the Government engineer cannot 
give any as-urance as to when it will 
be possible to finish the work.—(Scoftish 
Office.) 


'North British Railway—Coach Road 

ridge. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether, in view 
of an accident which occurred to a 
railway guard at Parkhead, on the 
North British Railway, on the 3rd 
December last, who sustained injuries 
through falling from Coach Road rail- 
way bridge into the roadway below, 
he will ascertain whether the railway 
company have yet erected efficient rail- 
ings on each side of the bridge, so as 
to prevent the recurrence of similar 
accidents. 


(Answer.) I am informed by the rail- 
way company that instructions were 
given to their engineer on the 25th of 
April to provide the necessary railings 
on the bridge in question.—( Board of 
Trade.) 
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1529 Questions. 
Port Said Quarantine Officers. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
he is aware that the officials in attend- 
ance at the quarantine office at Port 
Saidare unacquainted with either English, 
French, German, or Italian: And, in 
view of the fact that the majority of pas- 
sengers passing through Port Said are 
British subjects, will arrangements be 
made for the regular attendance of an 
English-speaking official. 


(Answer.) There are at Port Said at 
present four doctors, of whom one is a 
lady. All of them speak French and 
Italian, and one speaks English. The 
rest of the staff are seven in number; 
one is English, and five speak French 
and Italian; one of these also speaks 
English.—(Foreiqu Office.) 


Yorkshire (W.R.) Constabulary. 

Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department if his 
attention has been called to the conditions 
of application for appointment required 
from candidates for the West Riding of 
Yorkshire Constabulary : Whether he is 
aware that it is stated therein that an 
applicant is to serve and reside in what- 
ever part of the Riding he may be 
stationed, suitable houses being provided 
at low rents for married men where rents 
arehigh: And, seeing: that, in parts, 
houses are not provided for married con- 
stables where rents are high, and that 
dissatisfaction exists amongst the con- 
stabulary in this regard, whether he will 
call the attention of the Standing Joint 
Committee and the Chief Constable to 
the matter, with a view to the fulfilment 
of the inducements held out to con- 
stables. 


(Answer.) The conditions, of which I 
have seen a copy, state that constables are 
to serve and reside in whatever part of the 
Riding they are sent, suitable houses 
being liberally provided at low rents for 
married men where rents are high. The 
authorised strength of the force is 1,232 ; 
of these 196 are unmarried and live in 
lodgings ; for the remainder 510 houses 


are provided, accommodating about 50, 
1 am informed | 


per cent. of the number. 
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that where rents are high applications 
for houses are almost invariably granted 
by the Standing Joint Committee if the 
sanitary and other conditions are found 
to be satisfactory, but that in many 
cases, when sergeants or constables have 
large families, they prefer to reside in 
localities where suitable employment can 
be obtained for their children, even if 
they have to pay their own rents, rather 
than in houses rented for them elsewhere. 
Under these circumstances I do not 
think that any interference on my part 
is called for.—(Home Office.) 


Questions. 


Fruit Preserving Order. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he will state when 
the Fruit Preserving Order will come 
into operative force in the various places 
where the trade is carried on. 


(dnswer.) Under The Rules Publica- 
tion Act, 1893, the Order in question 
has to be published in draft for forty 
days. That period expires on the 14th 
instant, and if no questions arise render- 
ing necessary any considerable modifica- 
tion of the Order I shall make it at once, 
and direct that it shall come into opera- 
tion on or about the 23rd instant. ‘The 
Order has to be laid before Parliament 
for forty days, but it will be in force from 
the date fixed unless and until annulled 
by Parliament.—(//ome Office.) 


Indian Army—Supply and Transport 
Service. 

Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, F.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he can state to what extent the 
Supply and Transport service of the 
Indian Army in the commissioned ranks 
is short of its proper establishment, and 
give the total number of commissioned 
officers sanctioned for that establishment, 
the number on leave, and the actual 
number on duty; what number of 
Officers have volunteered for the Supply 
and Transport Service during the past 
twelve months: and, should volunteers 
not come forward in sufficient numbers, 
how he proposes to fill the vacancies, 
and in the meantime how the work of 
the Department is carried on. 








1531 Questions. 

(Answer.) A large increase of the 
establishment of the Supply and Trans- 
port Corps has lately been sanctioned, 
and important measures have been sanc- 
tioned for increasing the popularity of 
the service; but there has not been time 
for this to take effect fully; and the 
number of commissioned officers is at 
present about 25 per cent. below its 
established strength, as lately increased. 
Meanwhile regimental officers are tem- 
porarily employed in the corps. I am 
unable to answer the other portions of 
the hon. Member’s Question. — (/ndia 


0 fice. ) 


Cornwallis’s Charity. Llansadwrn, 
Carmarthenshire. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): To ask the hon. Member 
for the Tonbridge Division of Kent, 
as a Charity Commissioner, if he will 
state, with respect to the Cornwallis’s 
Charity for the parish of Llan- 
sadwrn, Carmarthenshire, whether the 
old trustees are to be re-appointed, 
whether the new scheme is to have the 
sanction of the Parish Council of Llan- 
sadwrn, and whether the bequests under 
this charity will be devoted to the objects 
intended by the donor. 


(Answer.) The proposals of the Com- 
missioners with regard to the provisions 
of the scheme are still the subject of 
communication and consideration between 
the Commissioners on the one hand and 
the Patron and Trustees on the other, 
and, under these circumstances, no 
definite announcement as to the details 
of those proposals can usefully or properly 
be made at present. But the scheme 
will be duly published, in order that 
before it is established objections or sug- 
gestions may he made respecting its 
provisions by all persons and_ bodies 
interested. And, when it is published, 
a copy will be sent to the Parish Council 
of Llansadwrn, and any observations 
they may make upon it will be carefuily 
considered by the Commissioners before 
the scheme is finally settled.—(Charity 
Commission.) 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: To ask the 
hon. Member for the Tonbridge Division 
of Kent, as a Charity Commissioner, if 
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he will state with respect to the Corn- 
wallis’s Charity for the parish of Llan- 
sadwrn, Carmarthenshire, how much 
capital and how much accumulated in- 
come there were found to be in existence 
by the Assistant Charity Commissioner, 
Mr. Marchant Williams, after his recent 
investigation, and the objects for which 
they were to be used; and, further, will 
he say if there were reported to be any 
deficiencies, and, if so, to what extent ; 
and whether he has received any further 
official information as to the amounts. 


(Ansuer.) The Commissioners do not 
think they can at the present stage of 
the proceedings in this case do more in 
reply to this question than to refer to 
pages 287 and 288 of the Report of 
the Assistant Commissioner. (Charity 
Commisswwn. ) 


Merchant Ships as Armed Cruisers. 

Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
he will statewhen the Return of Merchant 
Shipsas Armed Cruisers will be presented 
which was ordered by the House on the 
Ist May. 


(Answer.) The Return is in the hands 
of the printers, and will be presented 
at an early date. If the hon. Member 
desires to have (at once) any of the 
information called for in the Return, | 
shall be happy to furnish him with it. 
(Admiralty.) 


Channel Squadron—Roman Catholic 
haplain. 


Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork Co., W.): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
Channel Squadron is occasionally at sea 
for a week at a time, and the men on 
board are liable to accidents, he will 
place the Roman Catholic sailors on 
equality with their Protestant comrades 
by attaching a Roman Catholic chaplain 
to this squadron. 


(Answer.) It is not proposed to make 
any change in the existing arrangements 
with regard to the embarkation of chap- 
lains on His Majesty’s ships, and I have 
nothing further to add to the answer | 
gave to the hon. Member on 28th May. 
(Admiralty. ) 








t See preceding Volume, p. 783. 
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Gibraltar—Dock Labourers’ Strike— 
Private Employment of Bluejackets. 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 

To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 

whether he is aware that bluejackets 

have been employed in discharging live 
stock from vessels belonging to firms in 

Gibraltar whose workmen are at present 

locked out ; and what action he proposes 

to take in the matter. 


Questions. 


(Answer.) Nothing is known by the 
Admiralty of the circumstances referred 
to in the hon. Member’s question.—(4d- 
miralty. ) 


H.M.S. “Britannia “— Beagling. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether the 
attention of his department has been 
drawn to the practice of beagling as 
carried on by the cadets of H.MS. 
“Britannia”; and whether, in future, 
the grant of money out of which this 
sport is maintained will be made condi- 
tional upon the practice being discon- 
tinued and the drag hunt substituted. 


(Answer.) The suggestion made by the 
hon. Member to the effect that the pack 
of beagles which is kept for the recreation 
of cadets on board H.M.S. ‘ Britannia ” 
should be discontinued has already been 
brought before the Board of Admiralty, 
but no sufficient reason is seen for sup- 
pressing the pack, and the answer to the 
hon. Member's Question is, therefore, in 
the negative.—(.4dmirulty.) 


Rathcormac Postal Arrangements. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
Co., N.E.): To ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether his attention 
has been called toa memorial from the 
inhabitauts of Rathcormac praying for a 
day delivery of letters to their village, 
distant some three miles from Fermoy ;  , 
and, considering that a second delivery 
is already enjoyed by four villages situated 
respectively three, four, five, and ten 
miles from Fermoy, and having regard 
to the amount of the cost involved by 
a day delivery to Rathcormac, and that 
it is not a fixed rule of the Post Office 
that every portion of the system should 
be remunerative at first, whether he 
will take such memorial into favourable 
consideration. 


VOL. CVIIL [FOURTH SERIES. | 
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(Answer.) As stated in a letter sent to 
‘the hon. Member by the Post Office on 
‘the 12th of last month, the question of 
establishing a second post to Rathcormac 

has been recently considered, but it was 
found that the cost of the existing service 
is so high in proportion to the amount 
of correspondence that the expense of 
affording a second post would not be 
warranted. The Postmaster General 
regrets that he is unable to depart from 
the decision already communicated to the 
hon. Member.—(Post Office.) 


Connemara Postal Arrangements. 


Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway, Connemara): 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether his attention has been called to 
the postal arrangements throughout 
Connemara, in consequence of which 
letters in many places are not delivered 
until eleven or twelve o’clock on week 
days, and on Sundays not at all; and 
whether he will consider the desirability 
of utilising the railway for the carriage of 
the mails instead of by car from Galway. 


(Ansurer.) The question of substituting 
a service by train for the existing mail 
car service between Galway and Clifden 
was considered some time ago, but it was 


thought that the cost could not be 
justified. The Postmaster General will 


have the matter looked into again, with 
the view of ascertaining whether it is now 
possible to make any change in the present 
arrangements, and the result shall be 
communicated to the hon. Member as 
soon as possible.—(Post Office.) 


Separation of Sane and Insane Epileptics 
in Workhouses. 


Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : 
To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he proposes 
to take any action, by legislation, by 
general Order, or otherwise, to bring about 
the separation in workhouses of the 
epileptics of both sexes, who for the 
greater part of the time are sane and well 
behaved, from the hopeless and permanent 
imbeciles. 


(.4rswer.) Section 24 of The Lunacy 
Act, 1890, requires that a person shall 
not be allowed to remain in a workhouse 
jas a lunatic unless the medical officer 
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certifies that the accommodation in the | 
workhouse is sufficient for his proper care | 
and treatment separate from the inmates 
of the workhouse who are not lunatics, 
except where his condition is such that it | 
is not necessary for his convenience or 
that of the other inmates that he should 
be kept separate. It follows that any 
sane epileptic is required to be kept | 
separate from the imbeciles unless the 
condition of the latter is such that their 
separation from other inmates is not 
necessary. It does not, at present, appear 
to me that fresh legislation on this subject 
is requisite. If it should be shown that 
further regulations are needed [ should 
be ready to consider the matter.—( Local 
Government Board.) 


Mountmellick Police. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he 
will state what is the population of the 
Mountmellick police district, the number 
of townlands to be patrolled, and the 
number of police barracks and men of all 
grades allocated to the district. 


(Answer.) The population is 4,155. 
The number of townlands patrolled is 
thirty-six, having an area of about twenty- 
six square miles. There is one police 
barrack in the sub-district, with a force of 
eight men.—(Jrish Ujfice.) 


Gibraltar—Dock Labourers’ Strike— 
Private Employment of Soldiers. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: To ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether he is aware that the dock 
labourers of Gibraltar have been locked 
out by the Employers’ Federation ; and 
that men of the garrison regiment have 
on several occasions been used to discharge 
cargo from ships owned by the president 
and other prominent members of the 
Employers’ Federation ; and whether he 
will require that, in future, soldiers shall 
not be engaged in work of this kind. 


(Answer.) No information on this, 
matter has reached the War Office.— 
(Var Office.) 


Bayonet Contract—Pay of Sheffield 
Workmen. | 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE: To ask the 


Financial Secretary to the War Office | 
| 
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whether he has any official information 
showing why Messrs. Saunderson, 
Brothers, Sheffield, Contractors for the 


'War Office, have demanded a reduction 


of 25 per cent. in the wages paid to 
workmen engaged on Government con- 
tracts; and whether there has recently 
been a reduction in the price paid them 
for the making of bayonets. 


(Answer.) I am not aware that this 
firm have demanded a reduction of 
wages. The price paid for sword bayonets 
has recently been reduced.— (Var Office.) 


Army Schoolmasters. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether the Inter-Depart- 
mental Committee appointed last year 
to deal with questions affecting Army 
Schoolmasters have yet made their 
Report ; and have arrangements now 
been made to provide an adequate supply 
of teachers in Army schools. 


(Answer.) The Committee has re 
ported, and arrangements are in progress 
for the provision of an adequate supply 
of teachers in Army _ schools.—(/Var 
Office.) 

Gibraltar—Dock Labourers’ Strike— 

Moorish Labourers. 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE: To ask the 


Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
| whether his attention has been drawn 


to the fact that, in connection with the 
lock-out of dock workers at Gibraltar, 
Moors are being imported by the 
employers, under contracts endorsed by 
Sir George White the Governor to take 
the place of the locked-out labourers ; and 
whether he will advise that the endorse- 
ment of such contracts be in future 
withheld. 


(Answer.) 1 sent a despatch to the 
Governor on the 27th ultimo asking for 
information as to the introduction of 
Moorish labourers into Gibraltar, and 
expect to receive a_ reply shortly. 
—(Colonial Office.) 


Coronation Festivities—Local Rates. 

Mr. LODER (Brighton): Toask the Pre- 
sident of the Local Government Board, in 
view of this recent Order in relation to 
levying a Coronation Rate, what power, 
if any, exists for the enforcement of such 
a rate. 


~ 
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(Answer.) 
reterred to will only be to prevent the 
disallowance by a district auditor of 
certain reasonable expenses incurred in 
connection with the celebration of the 
Coronation by any local authority to 
whom the Order applies. As was stated 
in the circular accompanying the Order, 
it will not legalise any expenses in this 
matter. I have no authority to 
determine questions as to any rate 
which includes a sum to meet expendi- 
ture of this kind. The mode of rais- 
ing objection to any rate is by appeal 
to quarter sessions.—(Local Government 
Board.) 


Uncertified Deaths in Highland Crofting 
Counties. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury, whether he is aware 
that of the deaths which occurredin the 
Highland Crofting counties last year no 
less than 1,479 were uncertified; and, 
will he consider the expediency of 
introducing legislation on the subject. 


(Answer.) The Government are aware 
of the facts mentioned in the question, 
but no pledge can be given at the present 
time to introduce the necessary legisla- 
tion.—(7'reasur'y. ) 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 





South African War—General Buller and 
“The Times History of the War.” 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) : 
i beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, what explanation or reply he has 
to make respecting the statement of Sir 
Redvers Buller in his letter to the 
Secretary of State for War, dated 23rd 
May, with reference to the assistance 
alleged to have been given to the editors 
of ‘* The Times History of the War ” in its 
compilation by the official heads of the 
Army, and the information which was 
alleged to have been given, not only of 
the substance of confidential telegrams 
which passed between the Secretary of 
State for War and the Commander-in- 
Chief in South Africa, but of the views 
of Cabinet Ministers who dealt with 
them; and whether the information 


alleged to have been given to The Times | 
will now be laid before the public; and | 
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will he explain why these communica- 
tions were given to the editors of “ The 
Times History of the War” by the 
Government. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 
No documents whatever have been given 
to the editors of “he Times History of 


the War” by the Government or the 
War Office. 


Execution of Commandant Scheepers. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War, 
whether Lord Kitchener, on his own 
initiative or as the result of a communica- 
tion from the War Office, telegraphed to 
the War Office on the 5th April an 
account of the execution of Com- 
mandant Scheepers, which took place on 
18th January; was Lord Kitchener’s 
attention drawn to the statement made 
by the hon. Member for Donegal, that 
Scheepers was brought in an ambulance 
van from Graff Reinet to the place of 
execution, with the band playing and 
the firing party following; that he 
asked to stand up to be shot, but was 
tied to a chair and blindfolded; that he 
was buried as he was, and the chair 
broken up and thrown into the grave ; 
and that the band played back again; 
and whether he is now in a position to 
give any information as to Scheepers’ 
state of health at the time of his 
execution. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Lord Kitchener's 
telegram was in response to an enquiry 
on this subject sent by me and I| have 
no further information to give the 
hon. Member on this subject. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: What is the 
date of reply? Did the right hon. 
Gentleman ask Lord Kitchener whether 
my statement was correct or not ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I made the inquiry 
early in April. 


Ladysmith Siege—Sir Redvers Buller and 
Sir G. White. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary vf State for War, 
whether, having regard to the state- 
ments that have been made respecting 


3L2 
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Sir Redvers Buller with reference tothe|the British Government's expense on 


heliogram sent by him to Sir George | the best 


provisions procurable; and 


White during the siege of Ladysmith,| what action, if any, does he propose 
the War Office will now publish in full| to take with reference to this language 


that heliogram or permit its publication | In 


in full by Sir Redvers Buller. 





Mr. BRODRICK: I am not in a| he had re 
position at present to answer this | 
Question. 


putting the Question the hon. 
Member said that in the manuscript 
he originally handed in at the Table 
produced the language actually 
used by Sir Henry M‘Cullum, which was 


|extremely vulgar and offensive, but it 


/ had been toned down in the Question as 


Compensation to British South African 
Sufferers by War. 

Si MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E): I beg to | 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, whether he can give the’ 
House an assurance that His Majesty’s | 
British, Colonial and Indian subjects 
who have suffered losses by the war in 
South Africa shall receive compensation 
and assistance in terms not less generous | 
than those granted to the Boers in the | 
Agreement of Peace. 


| it appeared on the Paper. 


*\Mpr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


/hon. Member should have complained to 


me if he was dissatisfied. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I do not 


| complain, I would not have taken the 


trouble. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I think | 
have a right to deprecate the language 
the hon. Member has used with regard 


‘to a public servant upon insufficient 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I am not quite 
certain that the hon. Member has cor- 
rectly understood the terms of surrender. 
It is not a fact that we have promised 
all the Boers who have suffered losses | 
in the war in South Africa compensa- 
tion and assistance. What we have 
promised is that those who are unable 
to provide for themselves the necessary 
implements for the resumption of their 
industry shall have such assistance 
given. The answer to the Question 
will be: The assistance promised by 
His Majesty’s Government for the 
restoration of the people to their homes 
is intended to apply to all His Majesty's 
subjects domiciled in the new colonies. 


Peace Negotiations—Sir H. M Cullum 
and the Boer Delegates. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: | beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
whether his attention has been directed 


to a speech delivered at Greytown by | 


Sir Henry M‘Cullum, Governor of 
Natal, while the peace negotiations 
were pending, in which His Excellency 
commented on the demands made by 
the Boer delegates and on their delay 


I have 


er account 


and unsatisfactory evidence. 
seen an abbreviated newspa 
of the speech in question, but do not 
know if it is correct. I do not think 
it necessary to take any action in the 
matter. 


Inquiry into Management of the War 

Captais NORTON (Newington, W.) 
asked the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he could now state when the 
promised inquiry into the management 
of the South African war might be 
expected. 


Tur FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFouR, Manchester, 
E.): This matter is engaging the attention 
of the Government. 


Army Pensions. 
Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): | beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether it is the inten- 


tion of His Majesty’s Government to 


grant pensions to the widows, children, 
and dependants of officers and men who 


| have fallen in South Africa, and also to 


those who are incapacitated from work 


| by wounds or other causes, on a basis 
/equivalent to that which the families of 


in sending their answer, and stated | those officers and men were receiving 
that they were meanwhile living at| before the loss of their relatives; and 
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whether he has any information to the 
effect that the Government of the United 
States have, since 1865, adopted this 
principle by the unanimous wish of the 
American people. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
has been misinformed in regard to 
pensions in the United States which are 
granted on the principle that the family 
receives the same pension as the husband 
or father would have been entitled to had 
he been totally disabled. The Govern- 
ment is not prepared to grant pensions 
on the lines suggested by the hon. 
Member. 


Mr. MARKHAM: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he is 
aware that the pensions granted by His 
Majesty’s Government to the relatives of 
those who have fallen in South Africa are 
barely sufficient, in the counties of 
Nottingham and Derby, to pay the house 
rents that prevail in these counties ; and 
seeing that some of the widows of soldiers 
are now existing on charity, whether it is 
the intention of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment that these relatives should be de- 
pendent upon charity. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Lam not aware of 
the matters alluded to. The pensions 
granted were carefully considered and 
discussed in the House of Commons, and 
it would be impossible to vary them 
according to local circumstances. 


Mr. MARKHAM: I should like to 
ask whether the right hon. Gentleman 
intends to carry out the unanimous 
resolution passed by this House last year 
with respect to pensions. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not know to 
what resolution the hon. Gentleman 
alludes as to pensions, but we are acting 
on the resolution laid before the House 
and discussed by it. 


Under-Age Recruits. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, if he is aware that there 
are several young lads under eighteen 
years of age at the front in South Africa 
who were sent there with their regiments ; 
whether in the bringing home of the 
troops he will endeavour to have these 


boys sent back ; whether he is aware that 
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several of these boys are only fit subjects 
for a hospital; and, seeing that com- 
plaints are made that in the canteens 
young soldiers who are teetotallers cannot 
procure any other refreshments than 
alcoholic drinks, will he take steps to 
have this state of affairs rectified. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The only lads 
under eighteen years of age, of whose 
presence we are aware, are the enlisted 
boys of units forming the permanent 
garrison of the Colony. There seems no 
reason to take different steps regarding 
them than regarding the enlisted boys of 
other units in other parts of the world. 
The greatest care is taken that young 
soldiers shall be able to get non-alcoholic 
drinks, and there is no reason to suppose 
that they cannot get them. 


Mr. NANNETTI: May I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether he is 
now aware that boys who enlisted in 
direct opposition to the wishes of their 
parents are out in South Africa, and 
can he not arrange that they shall be 
sent home. 


Mr.-BRODRICK: No boys have been 
enlisted except those who have declared 
their age over eighteen years. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Have not several 
applications been received from parents 
about bovs who have enlisted under 
age ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member had better give notice of 
the Question. 


Army Recruiting from the Criminal 
Classes. 


CapraIn NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, having regard to the 
recommendation of Sheriff Guthrie, of 
Glasgow, to a thrice-convicted burglar 
that he should join the Army to retrieve 
his character, he will consider the 
advisability of issuing regulations pro- 
hibiting the enlistment of men of bad 
character, seeing that respectable parents 
dissuade their sons from joining the 
colours mainly in consequence of the 
fact that they will be associated with 
undesirable companions. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: Will the hon. and 
gallant Member kindly refer to para- 
graph 105 of the Recruiting Regulations, 
where he will find ample instructions 
on this matter. 


Questions. 


Cartan NORTON: Is it not the 
fact that large numbers of these men 
are enlisted in the Army ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: It is not the fact 
that large numbers are, but it is in the 
power of the Commanding Officer to 
discharge such men if necessary. 


Army Canteens. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.): I beg 
to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether he can state what 
system is to be adopted after September 
next for the supply of Army canteens ; 
and, if the tenant system is discontinued, 
whether notice will be given to tenants 
to enable them to dispose of their surplus 
stock, 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Committee 
has not yet reported on this matter. 


Soldiers’ Dependents and Parish Relief. 

Mr. MARKHAM: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
any Boards of Guardians have forwarded 
to him any resolution urging that His 
Majesty's Government should adequately 
provide for the maintenance of the wives 
and children of soldiers who have fallen 
in South Africa, as also for those who 
have been wounded and are suffering 
from the effects of disease ; whether any 
Board of Guardians has protested against 
the soldiers’ dependents being a charge 
on the poor rates ; and whether it is the 
intention of His Majesty’s Government 
that relatives of soldiers should be in 
receipt of parish aid by reason of the 
Treasury Grant being insutticient to 
maintain them. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): Such resolutions have been 
received. Provision has been made for 
the payment from public funds of 
pensions for soldiers who have been 
wounded or incapacitated by disease 
contracted on active service—also for the 
widows and orphans of men killed in 
action or dying from wounds or disease 
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contracted in the war. This provision 
is largely supplemented by the Patriotic 
Fund and other charitable organizations. 
I do not regard the provision as insufficient, 
and I much doubt if the Boards of 
Guardians which have sent up these 
petitions are aware of the extent to 
which it is made. 


Mr. MARKHAM: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman state the names of the 
Boards of Guardians which have sent 
protests? Is it not the fact that there 
are men who have fought in South 
Africa who have come on the parish 
rates ! 

*Sin M. HICKS BEACH: I am not 
aware of that fact. The memorial which 
has been presented to me from various 
Boards of Guardians is in’ precisely 
similar language to, and obviously arises 
from, the resolution passed by one Board 
of Guardians and sent round to the rest. 


Consular Service Committee. 
Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 5.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether the Report 
of the Inter-Departmental Committee 
now inquiring into the Consular Service 
will be published. 


THe UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): The statement which 
I made on May 29th was that the whole 
question of the constitution and manage- 
ment of the Consular Service is at 
present under the consideration of the 
Foreign Office in communication with the 
Treasury and Board of Trade, but I am 
not yet able to say whether the result 
will be a formal Report, nor, if so, whether 
this will be published. 


Shanghai Tariff Commission. 

Mr. NORMAN: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if he can state what point has 
been reached by the Tariff Commission 
sitting in Shanghai; whether the sitting 
of the Commission has been temporarily 
suspended ; and, if so, for what cause ; 
and whether His Majesty’s Government 
has given any indication of its willingness 
to consent, on conditions, to any altera- 
tion of the Chinese import tariff. 
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Lorp CRANBORNE: His Majesty’s 
Special Commissioner reported on the 
26th ultimo that the negotiations for 
the conversion of the 5 per cent ad 
vlorem import tariff to a specific basis, 
which were proceeding satisfactorily, had 
heen suspended uniil the Chinese Com- 
missioners received detailed instructions 
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from Peking. The negotiation of amend- 


ments to the Commercial Treaties is 
proceeding slowly, but several clauses have 
already been agreed to by the Chinese 
Commissioners. The question of a 
further increase of the import tariff or 
of the transit pass duties, in return for 
alditional facilities for trade, is still under 
consideration. 


British Traders in the French Congo. 

Mr. CHARLES M:ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool Exchange): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether his attention has been directed 
to a Note just issued by the French 
Minister of the Colonies to the effect 
that the French Government has never 
prohibited foreign houses from establish- 
ing and freely carrying on business in 
the French Congo, on condition of 
respecting the rights of the concession- 


aire companies; whether he is aware | 


that the French Government has granted 
territorial concessions to about forty-four 
companies, which vest the latter with 
the exclusive right of trading with the 
natives, and a sole proprietorship of the 
raw products of the soil; whether, in 
view of the effect on the interests of British 
traders who were established in the 
country before the concessions were 
granted, His Majesty’s Government have 
made representations on this subject to the 
French Government; and will he state 
what is the present position of the 
question. 


Lorp CRANBORNE: A copy of a 
Note published by the Agence Havas 
upon the authority of the French 
Government has been sent home by His 
Majesty’s ambassador at Paris. In the 


course of this Note it is stated that, 
subject to the condition that the rights 
of the concessionaire companies must be 
respected, the French Government have 
never prohibited foreign firms established 
in the Congo from freely carrying on their 
His Majesty’s Government | 


business. 


| State for 
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| are aware that the French Government 


have granted territorial concessions to 
a certain number of companies which 
vest in the latter the sole proprietorship 
of the raw products of the soil, and 
which{prohibit the natives from dispos- 
ing of the raw products of a concession 
to anyone except the concessionaire. 
Negotiations on the subject have for 
some time past been proceeding with the 
French Government. 


Preferential Tariffs for Empire Products 
—Conference with Colonial Premiers. 
Mr. DAVID THOMAS (Merthyr 

Tydvil): I beg to ask the Secretary of 

State for the Colonies if he can give an 

assurance that, should definite proposals, 

upon which the colonies may be gener- 
ally agreed, be submitted to His Majesty’s 

Government in favour of the establish- 

ment of a system of mutual trade pre- 

ference within the Empire, the House 
of Commons will be consulted before the 

Government is committed by any ex- 

pression of approval to such a policy. 
Mer. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am 

unable to give answers to hypothetical 
questions. 


Kashmir Silk Industry. 

Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: I beg to ask the Secretary of 
India if he is aware that a 
foreign syndicate has been carrying on 
negotiations to obtain control of the 
silk industry which has been recently 
re-established in Kashmir under the 
auspices of the Durbar; whether any 
steps have been taken to prevent the 
transfer of this indigenous industry to 
a body of foreigners; and, if there has 
been any correspondence on the subject, 
will he place it upon the Table of the 
House. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): I believe that offers have 
been made to the Kashmir State, both 
by foreign and by English firms, to take 
over the silk industry of the country. 
The State has now decided to keep the 
business in its own hands. I am unable 
to lay any correspondence on the subject 
on the Table. 
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India and the New Army Scheme. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India, with 
reference to the statement of His Excel- 
lency the Viceroy in Council on 26th 
March that the Indian Government had 
not expected and can hardly be expected 
to welcome the proposals of His Majesty's 
Government with regard to the military 
seale of pay, and that they have placed 
their views upon it before His Majesty’s 
Government, whether he can now state 
when it will be possible to place in the 
hands of Members the opinion and argu- 
ments of the Indian Government. 


Questions. 


Lord G. HAMILTON: I am_ not 
at present in a position to add any- 
thing to the information | gave to the 
House on the Ist May last in answer to 
a Question asked by the hon. Member for 
South Molton.7 


Railway and Steamship Rates. 

Mr. MGOVERN: ,I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade is he 
aware that American bacon is carried 
from Liverpool to Enniskillen at the rate 
of 15s. whilst the carriage of Irish bacon 
from Enniskillen to Liverpool is 22s. 6d. 
per ton; that fresh meat is carried from 
Liverpool to Belfast at 15s. per ton, 
whilst the charge for dead fowl from 
Enniskillen to Liverpool is 55s. per ton ; 
that flour is carried from New York to 
Liverpool at 7s. 6d. per ton, whilst the 
charge from Liverpool to Belfast is 
14s. 2d. per ton, and the charge of oats 
er grain from Enniskillen to Belfast is 
13s. 3d. per ton; and will the Govern- 
ment take steps to amend the law to 
enable it to compel railway and steamship 
companies to carry English and Irish 
produce at the same rates as foreign 
produce. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GrratD Ba.rour, Leeds, 
Central): | have no precise information 
as to the rates specified, but am making 
inquiry in regard to the rates for bacon 
between Liverpool and Enniskillen. So 
far as I am aware, the rate on flour 
carried between Liverpool and Belfast is 
3s. to 5s. per ton, according to quantity, 


+ See (4) Debates, evii, 432. 
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‘and not 14s. 2d., as stated by the hon. 

Member. The remainder of the rates 
referred to do not appear to be com- 
parable inter se. As to the last part of 
the hon. Member’s Question, I must 
again refer him to the existing provisions 
of the Railway and Canal Traffic Acts, 
which already provide a remedy against 
undue preference. 


Permanent Female Factory Inspectors for 
Ireland. 


Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he is aware that at the 
Congress of Irish Workers, held in Cork 
last month, a resolution was passed urging 
the necessity for female factory inspectors 
in that country, inefficient inspection of 
mills, factories, and warehouses is to be 
carried out ; and will he be prepared to 
meet the demand made by the Congress 
by the appointment of such permanent 
| female factory inspectors. 


*THeESECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rircnie. 
Croydon): Yes, Sir, and | would reply 
that there is already a staff of * per- 
manent female factory inspectors ‘* whose 
services are available in Ireland not less 
than in other parts of the United King- 
dom. 


Pupil Teachers Central Classes. 

Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, Spald- 
ing): To ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether, in the event of it being decided 
that the Act of 1901, chapter II., enabl- 
ing County and County Borough Councils 
to sanction certain School Board expenses, 
does not cover the case of Pupil Teachers’ 
Central Classes, which have recently been 
declared beyond the scope of elementary 
education, he will take steps, by legisla- 
tion or otherwise, to enable this to be 
done temporarily until arrangements 
shall be made regarding higher educa- 
tion and secondary education generally ; 
also will he state whether he proposes 
to extend the time during which the Act 
of 1901 shall be in foree. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or THE COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCATION 
(Sir JoHN Gorst, Cambridge University) : 
The Board of Education are advised that 








48 


On. 
ites 
»m- 
} of 
ust 
ons 
Cts, 
nst 


for 


the 
irt- 
the 
ork 
ing 
ors 
. of 
be 

to 
egg 
ent 


“HE 
LIE, 
ply 
er- 
ose 
ess 


ng- 


M- 
IN 


at 








1549 


the Education Act, 1901, does cover 
the case of Pupil Teachers’ Centres; 
and that such establishments, if now 


(Questions. 
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are the terms they now require for the 
carrying of mails on the said line to 


' which the Postmaster General will not 


sanctioned by the local authority, can | 


be carried on at the expense of the 
school fund until the date mentioned in 
the Act. Clause 20, sub-Section (2), of 
the Education Bill now before Parlia- 
ment extends this date till the appointed 
day. 


Elementary School Teachers—Tenure 
of Office. 


Mr. MANSFIELD: To ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education, in reference to his replies 
of 2nd August and 7th December 1900, 
and of 3rd May 1901, on the question 
of the tenure of office by elementary 
school teachers, whether he is now pre- 
pared to say when a Bill on this subject 
will be introduced. 


Sir JOHN GORST: The matter re- 
ierred to in the Question can be dealt 
with in the Education Bill now before 
Parliament. 


Parliament Buildings—Lighting of 
Libraries, etc. 

Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg to 
ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether, in view of the dissatisfaction that 
prevails as to the electric lighting of the 
libraries, reading-rooms, and all the pre- 
mises of the House of Commons, he will 
state what steps he proposes to take to 
remedy the present state of things. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DouG as, Kent, 
St. Augustine's): | have instructed the 
engineer to consider whether a better 
distribution of light cannot be secured in 
these rooms. In the meantime, by way 
of experiment, I will have a number of 
reading lamps placed on the tables in one 
of the libraries. 


Limerick and Kerry Postal Service. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 


W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the l’ostmaster 
General, if he can state the terms of 
agreement under which the Great South- 
ern and Western Railway Company 
carried the mails on the Limerick and 
Kerry Line up to the Ist inst.; what 


agree, and owing to which difference the 
mail service is disarranged. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.) The pay- 
ment made to the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Company for the mail 
service on the Limerick and Kerry 
Line up to the first instant was £1,500 a 
year, and the amount which they de- 
manded for continuing the same service 
after that date was £7,161 a year. 
The cost of the postal service through- 
out the district served by this line is, 
without including the railway payment, 
high as compared with the revenue 
from the correspondence, and even a 
payment of £1,500 a year was not 
justified according to the ordinary rule. 
Under these circumstances the Post- 
master General was unable to agree to 
the terms asked by the Company ; and 
as they would not consent to give a more 
convenient service than that now in 
force for a moderate payment, he regrets 
that he has had no alternative but to 
modify the mail service in the manner 
shown inthe statement already furnished 
to the hon. Member. 


Mr. M’GOVERN: Arising out of 
that answer, may [ask if the Govern- 
ment has any means of compelling 
the Railway Companies to carry the 
mails by proper trains. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 


Postmaster General has no such power. 


Abbeyfeale Land Dispute. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that 700 copies of a ballad in 
reference to a dispute as to terms of 
purchase between the Ellis tenants near 
Abbeyfeale, in the county of Limerick, 
and their landlord, were seized by the 
police, on Friday, 16th May last. from 
Mr. Cornelius O’Rourke’s shop in Abbey- 
feale ; if he can state by whose authority 
such a seizure was made ; and whether 


the police had a warrant for this action. 
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The police acting as conservators of the 
peace, seized these leaflets because they 
contained what in their judgment 
amounted to an incitement to enter into | 
aconspiracy not to pay rent. The 

printer seems to have anticipated that | 
such a view might be taken of the leaflet 

for he did not put his name to it. 


Mr. DELANEY : What have the police 
done with this document, and will the 
owner be compensated for his loss ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: If 
that he has heen illegally injured, he has 
his remedy. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman if he has seen 
this ballad and if, as a matter of fact, it 
is not a ballad composed in honour of the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have seen it, but 
I cannot say I have read it with great 
attention. It is very poor stuff. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman really think that 
the Executive are bound in duty to sup- 
press this street-singer! It is not a 
seditious ballad, but has some phrases in 
glorification of my hon. friend opposite. 


Mr. LUNDON : I beg to tell the right 
hon. Gentleman that I have a copy of the 
ballad. Will it be in order to read it, 
Mr. Speaker ? 

Mr. SPEAKER: It will not. 

Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY : What verse 
of the ballad is objectionable ? 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 

Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he can state the 
number of acres of land purchased by 
the tenants in the parish of Abbeyfeale, 
in the county of Limerick, from their 
landlords, and the average number of 
years purchase paid by them for the 
same ; also how many acres in the same | 
parish are held under tenancy. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I am endeavour- 
ing to procure the information in respect 
of land purchase, and will communicate 
it to the hon. Member when received. 
The information asked for in the second 
part of the Question cannot, I am in- 
tormed, be officially obtained. 


Kilmallock Sub-Land Commission. 

Mr. LUNDON : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland is he aware that about two weeks 
since a meeting was held in the town of 
Kilmallock, county Limerick, composed 
of tenant farmers whose application to 
fix fair rents had been heard by the Sub- 
Commissioners, Messrs. Crean, Peat, and 
Crosdaile, in February last, in Kilmallock ; 
that those farmers protested against the 
alleged inadequacy of the reductions and 
against the composition of the Land 
Commission Courts: has he received a 
copy of these Resolutions from the 
Kilmallock meeting; and can he take 
any action with a view to greater reduc- 
tions of rent being made in future. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Mem- 
ber must be aware that the Executive 
exercises no control over the decisions of 
legally constituted tribunals. If the 
tenants feel aggrieved by these decisions 
their remedy lies in an appeal. 


Irish Institutions for the Blind. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the fact 
that the Local Government Board of 
Ireland has jurisdiction over Irish in- 
stitutions which receive blind pupils for 
the purpose of giving them an industrial 
training, to enable them to become 
self-supporting; is he aware that those 
establishments depend to a considerable 
extent on the rates for their support: 
and, seeing that the Local Government 
Board has the right to look after blind 
persons sent by Boards of Guardians 
to the said institutions, will he explain 
why the Board has not done so; and 
will he take steps to bring this matter 
under the notice of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: This Question is 


Questions. 


based on a misapprehension. The Local 
Government Board exercises no juris- 
diction over institutions for the blind. 
The Board’s approval is necessary to the 
selection of an institution to which the 
Guardians may desire to send a blind 
child under the age of eighteen, but 
beyond this the Board has no authority. 
I have no information showing to what 
extent such institutions depend on the 
rates for their support. 


Cattle Rates on Irish Railways. 

Mr. HAYDEN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that, 
according to present arrangements be- 
tween the Great Southern and Midland 
Great Western Railway Companies 
(Ireland) at their Clara Junction, it is 
impossible to convey a horse or other 
animal by passenger train from any 
station south of Maryboro to Mullingar 
or other stations served by the Clara 
branch, and that animals booked in such 
places have to remain in the trucks a 
whole night at Clara Station; and 
whether, in view of the inconvenience 
caused by this arrangement to the 
public, he will make representations 
to these companies, with the view of 
having the matter remedied. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No specitie repre- 
sentations have been made to the new 
Department in this matter. But if such 
are made in writing, the Department 
will cause inquiry to be made. 


Spanish-American War —British Diplo- 
matic Action preceding the War. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 

I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he can explain why 
there is no trace in the Foreign Office of 
any assurances given previous to the 
late war between the United States and 
Spain by the British Government to the 
Government of the United States as to 
the conduet or policy of Great Britain in 
reference to that war; and whether such 
assurances, if any, were given by word 
ot mouth or were embodied in any official 
despatch, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: A great many 
Questions have been put and answered on 
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‘this subject, and I think with nothing 
but ill results. I should deprecate any 
continuance of what I may almost describe 
as discussion by the method of Question 
and answer in connection with a subject 
which now has only a historical interest, 
and which I think had better be allowed 
to rest. 


Gibraltar. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
any steps have been taken by the Govern- 
ment in pursuance of the decision an- 
nounced on June 27th, 1901, to have a 
complete survey, with bearings and 
soundings, taken of the eastern side of 
the rock of Gibraltar, and to institute 
observations there to ascertain the set of 
the sea currents, and how many working 
days could be used in the year for the 
construction of a harbour and dock on 
that side of the rock, as recommended by 
the Gibraltar Committee ; and whether 
the Government has now come to any 
final determination as regards the works 
at Gibraltar, and the provision there of 
anchorage, docks, and works not exposed 
to converging fire from foreign terri- 
tory. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: A civil 
engineer was sent out to Gibraltar in 
1901, for the purpose of 
making the necessary survey. Upon the 
completion of the required data in April 
last the assistant hydrographer of the 
Navy was sent out to draw out with him 
a joint report of the wholé scheme. Both 
these officers have recently returned to 
England, and are now engaged in drawing 
up their report. Pending the completion 
of the report no final decision 2s regards 
any works on the eastern side of Gibraltar 


November, 


has been come to. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman propose to lay the 


Report on the Table ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I shall have to 
consult my noble friend the First Lord 
of the Admiralty before I can answer 
that Question. 
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SUPPLY. 
{‘onsidered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 


Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in 
the Chair. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—GRANT TO 
LORD KITCHENER. 
Message from His Majesty, recom- 
mending that he should be enabled to 
grant Lord Kitchener a sum of £50,000. 


(2.38.) THe FIRST LORD oF THE 
TREASURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Man- 
chester, E.): Sir, in conformity with His 
Majesty’ gracious Message, I now rise to 
propose to the Committee of the House 
the grant of a sum of money to the dis- 
tinguished General to whose skill have 
been entrusted the safety and honour 
ot the Empire during the last two years 
and more in South Africa It is given 
to few great public servants, in so short 
a time. to compass so much work for 


their country as it has been given to 
Lord Kitchener to do. It is six years 


since he was a colonel in the British 
Army. He has now the highest military 
rank under that of Field-Marshal; he 
has been niade Baron, Viscount. After 
what I hope will be done by the House 
this afternoon, he will twice have been 
voted sums of money out of the public 
exchequer for his services. He is the 
Commander-in-Chief designate of our 
Indian Empire. These are great re- 
wards, and yet I do not think anybody 
who looks back at Lord Kitchener's 


eareer will say that he is overpaid for 
the services which he has rendered to 
us. 


| do not propose to go in detail over 
even that part of Lord Kitchener's 
military career which he spent in South 
Atrica. It will be in the recollection of 
all that he went there first as the Chief 
ot the Staff of Lord Roberts at a time 
when the duties of the Chief of the 
Staff, always onerous and always respon- 
sible, were especially onerous and especi- 
ally responsible in consequence of the dis- 
organisation, or, perhaps I should say, 
the dislocation, of Her Majesty's forces, 
consequent upon the ill-success which 
had attended our arms in the earlier 
phases of the campaign. ‘That difficult 
and responsible duty 
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' executed with admirable energy and with 


admirable skill ; 


but it was not, I suppose, 


‘until the third period of the war, after 


_to the 


Lord Kitchener | 


Lord Roberts had left South Africa, 
that the special claims of Lord Kitchener 
gratitude of his countrymen 
reached their present magnitude. Lord 
Roberts, in the second phase of the war, 
had carried out a most brilliant strategical 
and tactical movement, by which the 
enemy, regarded as an organised single 
tactical unit, had been _ practically 
shattered. Had we been fighting a 
highly-organised industrial community, 
such as a European community, there 
is no doubt that with Lord Roberts's 
success the war would have come to an 
end. This is not the time to discuss 
whether the Boer leaders on whom the 
responsibility falls for the continuance 
of the war were right or wrong. Every- 
body, at all events, even those “who think 
they were wrong, and I am among them, 
would at once admit that a man who was 
fighting for his country must, even if 
you differed from him, he judged hy the 
most lenient canons. 

The difficulties thrown upon Lord 
Roberts’s successor were of a novel and a 
most formidable character. When I say 
they were novel, I, of course, do not mean 
that guerilla warfare has not been a well- 
known incident in the military history of 
many nations. On the contrary, some of 
the greatest military Powers have felt their 
resources strained to the utmost in times 
past in dealing with such difficulties as 
we have been happy enough to surmount. 
Some great nations have succumbed in 
the attempt to deal with those difticulties. 
The character of those difticulties will be 
understood at once when I remind the 
House that Lord Kitchener had to deal 
at the same time with no less than ninety 
small mobile columns scattered over an 
area greater than that of large European 
States, and these columns were them- 
selves not hampered by the military 
necessities of defending great commerce ‘ial 
- national interests. Their one object— 
fr m their point of view a most legitimate 
object—was to harass the enemy ; but 
they were not limited in their movements 
by the necessities which necessarily attach 
to forces engaged in very distant theatres 
of operations. 

There is one further difference which 


greatly added to Lord Kitchener's 
difficulties, and which, so far as I[ 
know, is absolutely new in the history 
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even of guerilla warfare, and that 
is that we were, while fighting our 
enemies, supporting their whole civil popu- 
lation. I think it would be out of place to 
attemptany detailedaccount of the methods 
by which Lord Kitchener attempted to 
deal with these novel and in some respects 
unique difficulties. But it may interest the 
House to be reminded that in the course of 
his operations against this mobile foe he 
created no less than 4,000 miles of lines 
detended by blockhouses—a_ distance 
greater than the whole distance which 
separates the Atlantic trom the Pacific in 
North America, a distance greater than 
that which separates Khartoum from 


Cape Town in South Africa. This 
gigantic task shows a fertile brain. The 


success with which this was carried out 
shows boundless courage, boundless 
energy, and boundless resource ; and it is 
to those great qualities that we owe the 


fortunate termination of the war in 
South Africa. 
From the nature of the case, it 


must happen that when great military 
operations of this character are carried 
on, there is no room for great dramatic 
incidents, great battles in which opposite 
forces are marshalled one against the 
other, and in which the issue of a day 
decides the issue of the campaign. There 
were gallant feats of arms, gallant feats on 
both sides, feats creditable to both the 


parties engaged. But there were not, 
and there could not be, any incidents 


such as those which marked the advance 
of Lord Roberts, for example. to Pretoria, 
and, even on a greater scale, European 
campaigns in which we and other nations 
have been engaged. Yet I am not sure 
that, in spite of this deficiency in the 
dramatic element of warfare, the task 
which Lord Kitehener had thrust upon 
him was not, perhaps, as difficult as any 
which has been carried out under more 
dramatic circumstances. Certainly the 
strain could not have been less.  Cer- 
tainly the constant demand made upon 
his vigilance, upon his military eye, 


surveying the huge theatre of warfare, | 


cannot have been less. Those qualities 
have been called into requisition by the 
circumstances in which Lord Kitchener 
found himself as much as they have ever 


been called into requisition in any cam- | 


paign of which we have a record. Sir, | 
think, therefore, that the House will not 


for one instant grudge this new and } 
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further mark of our sense of the services 
which he has done the Empire. In the 
brilliant roll of English Generals, few 
indeed have had greater difficulties to 
contend with, few have come out of those 
difficulties in a more absolutely triumphant 
manner. It is, therefore, with the utmost 
confidence that I now move the Resolu 
tion standing on the Paper in my name. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : I rise for the purpose 
of supporting briefly, but most cordially, 
this recognition of the great services 
rendered by Lord Kitchener. I do not 
propose to enlarge upon the distinguished 
career of Lord Kitchener. From the 
early days of patient work in the ex 
ploration of Palestine, and of the duties, 
irksome at times, which he undertook on 
the Red Sea littoral, in the execution of 
which he displayed a singular aptitude for 
winning the confidence of men of other 
races than his own, and of conciliating 
them, through those laborious years of 
service in Egypt, culminating in the 
brilliant Soudan campaign, down to the 
day when, as Chief of the Staff, he set his 
foot in South Africa—those passages in 
his history are a prelude to the past 
events which now are in the minds of us 
all. Mr. Speaker, Lord WKitchener went 
to South Africa with the confidence ot 
his fellow-countrymen. He has earned 
their admiration and their gratitude. 
With our partial and imperfect know- 
ledge of the details of military operations, 
and with our ignorance—our necessary 
ignorance—of the intimate distribution 
of duties among those who conducted 
those operations, it is impossible for us 
at this moment to disentangle the course 
of events and to apportion to each of 
those who were engaged his proper share 
of credit. But we see enough to be 
aware of the supreme part that was 
played by that silent, modest, simple, 
almost stern figure of the Commander-in- 
Chief in South Africa. And, therefore, 
this vote does not convey merely, though 
it does so convey, a conventional com- 
pliment to the military staff in South 
Africa through its head. It also, in an 
unusual degree, means an appreciation of 
his individual character and __ service. 
Lord Kitchener has shown himself a great 
soldier, but he has shown himself to be 
than that—he has shown himself 
to be a great administrator, a master 
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of the art of organisation, a tactful | at least, a triumphant vindication of the 
negotiator, and a large-minded man. He | attitude of the Irish Party. 
is of the very best type of character which,| With regard to the present grant, 
with our pardonable partiality, we he wished at the very outset of the 
attribute to the British name. He is | observations he felt it his duty to make, 
strenuous and pertinacious. He isstraight|to make one concession, or, at least, 
and direct in his action, and he thinks | one statement that would surprise hon, 
of his duty and never thinks of himself. | Members opposite. If he could look at this 
Then, can we hesitate at this moment, | matter from the point of view of an 
when his efforts, both as soldier and| Englishman who considered the war 
negotiator, have been crowned with | necessary and just, he would certainly 
success, when, as we hope, a stable and think that Lord Kitchener was some- 
secure peace has been wrought out of what scurvily treated. He opposed this 
the jarring elements of war—how can we | grant on the ground of the methods by 
hesitate to do honour to Lord Kitchener ? | which Lord Kitchener had carried on his 
| work, and also on the ground of the 
Motion made, and Question proposed, | small character of the war. Although 
“ That a sum not exceeding £50,000 be it had been said that in matters of this 
granted to His Majesty to be issued to | kind it was not wise to make comparisons, 
Lieutenant-General Lord Kitchener of| it was impossible to avoid instituting 
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Khartoum, G.C.B., G.C.M.G., Com- 
mander-in-Chief of His Majesty's Forces 
in South Africa, in recognition of his 
eminent services during the war in South 
Africa.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


(2.50.) Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) on 
rising to oppose this Vote said that, 
in his humble judgment, the Irish 
Party had reason, now that peace 
had been concluded, to congratulate 
themselves on the attitude they had 
maintained throughout the course of 
this unhappy war. At a time when 


the Press of this country, ineluding | 


the greatest organs of the Metropolis, 
were clamouring that the leaders of the 
Boer armies should be proclaimed as out- 
laws and shot down or hanged without 
mercy when captured, the Irish Members 
had the courage, even in this Assembly, at 
a time when the view certainly was not 
popular, and even at the risk of some in- 
jury to the cause of their own people, to 
do justice to the honour and bravery of 
the men whom even the British nation 
was now anxious to honour. He 
confessed it was with a feeling of amuse- 
ment and gratification that he read 
the somewhat hysterical proposals which 
appeared this morning in the columns of 
one of the leading Jingo journals of 
London, that a British subseription should 


he opened to present a sword of honour | 


to General De Wet. He considered that 
such proposals as that, which showed 
the great change that had come over 


British sentiment, were, in one respect | eighteen months 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 


‘comparisons, because thers must be 
some rule on which these grants were 
estimated, and in considering the 
question of the amount proposed to be 
| given to Lord Kitchener, Members were 
| driven to compare it with the grant to 
| the Commander-in-Chief on the alleged 
termination of the war. If:he were 
(an Englishman, believing in the war 
(as a just and _ necessary one, he 
would be inclined to give Lord 
| Kitchener, at least, double what was 
given to Lord Roberts. After all, when 
| the services of the men were compared, it 
was Lord Kitchener who had brought 
about peace, and there was the testimony 
of Lord Milner himself that for some 
months before Lord Roberts left South 
| Africa the war was going from bad to 
worse. There was not thesmallest doubt 
that the prolongation of the war was 
| largely due to the proclamations and the 
misconduct of the war by Lord Roberts. 
|The Boers had fought, as no other nation 
ever fought, for their liberty, for which 
'they were prepared to sacrifice every- 
thing. Although there were articles in the 
terms of peace which he confessed gave 
to him as a friend of the Boer nation 
great gratification and satisfaction, and 
although he believed that if those terms 
had been offered eighteen months ago 
when Lord Kitchener thought he had 
/made peace with Louis Botha and was 
/not allowed to offer the terms which 
‘had now been given to the Boers aiter 
of disastrous. and 
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cruel war; he confessed that he saw | 
nothing magnanimous in them, inas- | 
much as they deprived a brave people 
of that which to every brave nation was 
the most sacred of their possessions, 
namely, their liberty and independence, 
to which these people, true to their race, 
had proved during the last two and a 
half years of glorious war that they were 
as faithful to as were their ancestors | 
who defended their homes in Holland 
against the armies of Philip. 

The Irish Members opposed 
grant to Lord Kitchener on _ three 
separate grounds. First of all, be- 
cause they were now, as they had 
been throughout, in opposition to the 
whole war upon its merits. Every 
reasonable man would recognise that 
Lord Kitchener was not responsible for 
the war, and if Lord Kitchener had been 
in the position of Lord Milner they 
would never have had a war at all. 
The soldiers under him were only doing 
their duty in the field and obeying 
orders. They opposed this Vote in the 
second place on the ground of the 
conduct of the campaign. They opposed 
it, because they deplored the wholesale 
devastation of the country, the burning 
of the homes of the inhabitants and the 
bringing of the women and children 
into the concentration cimps. They 
held that those proceedings were against 
the laws of war. He had maintained 
before that the wholesale devastations of 
the Transvaal and the Orange Territory 
was against the laws of war. The 
provisions agreed to by the represen- 
tatives of the European representatives 
for the conduct of war were as follows— 

‘*Any compulsion of the population of 
occupied territory to take part in military 
operations against its own country is pro- 
hibited.” 

That was violated. 

“ Family honours and rights, individual lives 
and private property, as well as religious con- 
victions and liberty, must be respected.” 

This was violated. 

“ Private property cannot be confiscated.” 

* Pillage is formally prohibited.” 

Both were violated. It was _ specially 
prohibited— 


“ To destroy or seize the enemy’s property, 
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this 


unless such destruction or seizure be impera- | 


tively demanded by the necessities of war.” 
He held that it was beyond all question 
that in the last article, the words, 
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“imperatively demanded by the neces- 
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sities of war” meant the immediate 
necessities of a battle or engagement, 
and could not by any strain of inter- 
pretation be distorted into meaning the 
devastation of an entire country. All 
those four or five important articles 
which had only been recently adopted, 
defining what had been recognised as 
the usages of civilised warfare, had each 
and everyone been broken by Lord 
Kitchener in the conduct of this cam- 
paign, and, without going into any 
further detail, on that ground alone 
they were opposed to the Vote. Though 
he was advocating a very unpopular 
cause, he put it to hon. Members to 
reflect how far-reaching was the ex- 
ample of a great nation like England, 
which claimed to hold so prominent a 
position in all matters of civilisation 
and humanisation, breaking through the 
usages of civilised warfare in order to 
erush out of existence so small and 
brave.a race as the Boers. 

He wished for a moment to examine 
the policy of Lord Kitchener, or the 
policy for which he had accepted 
the full responsibility. Was there an 
hon. Member of the Committee who 
now believed in his heart that the 
devastation of the Transvaal and the 
Orange River Colony was a step which 
conduced to the termination of the war ? 
He believed that all military men were 
convinced that it was an enormous 
blunder. [‘* No, no!”] He wasspeaking 
now of the judgment of others, for on 
military matters his own judgment was 
not worthy of much _ consideration. 
[ Ministerial cries of *‘ Hear, hear!”| He 
was speaking of the opinions he had 
gathered from military correspondents 
_and others which had been published, 
who had declared that the war had 
been prolonged by the devastation of 
those two States, and the burning of 
the Boer farms. That he believed to 
be the opinion of every man in South 
Africa. The termination of the war 
had been hastened, although at enor- 
| mous cost, by the blockhouse system, 
but the system was adopted after the 
His strong conviction 
was that this policy was not only to be 
| condemned on the ground of its being a 
| gross and most shocking violation of the 
| usages of civilised warfare recognised by 


| devastation. 
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civilised countries in the last century, 
but also because it was a blunder and 
did not in any degree promote the object 
for which it was adopted. Could any 
man doubt its effect upon the future 
government of the country? Those 
who were conducting this war had stated 
all along what appeared to be a seli- 
evident fact from the first, that in the 
long run if this nation persevered with 
the war they must come out ontop by 
the process of wearing down a not vey 
numerous enemy. The governmen 
ought to have kept their eyes fixed upon 
the problem of reconstruction of South 
Africa from the Zambesi to the Cape on 
lines which would in the future have 
been a source of strength to this 
Empire. 

He wished to say a word or two 
about the concentration camps. That 
was the policy of Lord Kitchener, 
and they had been told that he had 
accepted full responsibility for that 


policy. That policy was a gross violation 
of the usages of war. [Cries of “ No, 
no!”’| What had been the results of 


that policy in the gross? Many 
hon. Members would recollect the 
elaborate statistics by which it was 
sought to prove to the House ot 
Commons that a death rate of 300 
per thousand per annum was about the 
normal death rate amongst the Boers. 
[Cries of ** Question, question!” | That 
was the question, and it was on that 
ground that he was endeavouring to 
justify his opposition to this vote. It 
was stated in the last published returns 
that the death statistics in the 
camps had been reduced from 300 
per thousand to 32 per thousand. 
They could never get over that fact 
which was a black record against the 
generals responsible and he was now 
endeavouring to fix the responsibility 
upon the Commander-in-Chief. He 
wished to take that opportunity of re- 
pudiating the charge made against him- 
self and his comrades that they sought to 
fix charges of brutality on the individual 
officers and soldiers for they had never 
done so. [Cries of “Oh, oh!”| He had 
always endeavoured to fix the full weight 
of responsibility upon the man who was 
well able to bear it, namely, Lord 
Kitchener. In those camps since the 
Ist January, 1901, there had been 15,098 


Mr. Dillon. 
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deaths amongst children under twelve 
years of age. [A NATIONALIST MEMBER; 
“It’s murder !”] During the operation of 
those camps upwards of 10,000 children 
had been sent to their death, who, had 
they been left in their homes, would have 
been alive today. [Cries of “No, no!” 
That was a black record against the 
conduct of this campaign which no 
amount of sophistry would ever explain 
away. 

He had now mentioned the three 
grounds on which they opposed this vote. 
It was impossible to consider the question 
of a grant to Lord Kitchener, the general 
charged with the responsibility of con- 
ducting this war, without having some 
regard to the character and the magni- 
tude of the war and the victory in respect 
of which the money was asked for. He 
had made a rather interesting calculation 
in this respect, and he had ascertained 
that every Boer who by this vietory had 
been added as an unwilling subject to 
this Empire had cost them £1,000 per 
head for every man, woman and child, 
and although there did not live a greate: 
admirer of the Boer race than himself nor 
a man who valued the Boer race more 
highly he thought £1,000 per head 
was rather a high fine to pay for them. 
There had been great exaggerations 
about this war which had been spoken 
of as if it were a war with a great 
European power. Some people seemed 
to have forgotten the number of the 
enemy in the field against them. 
He maintained that every Boer had 
cost this country £1,000 per head, and he 
thought that was a high price to pay for it. 
There had never been a more extra- 
ordinary war than this one. The whole 
population of the two States who held the 
force of this Empire at Bay for nearly 
three years only numbered 250,000, 
men, women, and children, which was 
not more than the population of a town 
like Brighton, and certainly was under 
the population of Birmingham. He 
submitted that to call upon the House of 
Commons to vote £100,000 to the 
Commander-in- Chief, and £50,000 to 
the Chief of Staff for concluding a war 
in which the enemy consisted of only 
250,000 men, women, and children, was 
rather a large order, and on that ground 
alone, if on no other, he opposed the 


| grant. 
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He now came to the last point. What 
had victory done? In his judgment it 
had presented this country with a 
problem which was one of the most 
difficult it had had to face in the whole 
course of its eventful history. After 
what had occurred it seemed doubtiul 
whether it was possible tor human 
statesmanship to solve that problem in 
the manner desired by the people of this 
country. To the Irish people, who had 
had a long and somewhat paintul ex- 
perience of British administrators endea- 
vouring to govern and conciliate un- 
willing subjects, it seemed abundantly 
evident that no beginning towards the 
solution of this problem would be made 
by the men on the spot at present. 
Those who had watched the proceedings 
as eritics—and he frankly admitted as 
biased and unfriendly crities—had found 
the «question most interesting and 
instructive, and he could not better sum 
up their impressions than by quoting the 
opinion of a brilliant and _ illustrious 
English writer, who commented on the 

taal 
character of « tellow-countryman in the 
following words 

* There is nothing so bad or so good that you 
will not findan Englishman doing it, but you 
will never find an Englishman in the wrong. 
He does everything on principle. He tights 
you on patri tic principles; he robs you on 
business principles; he enslaves you on Im- 
perial principles ; he bullies you on manly 
principles ; he supports his King on loyal 
principles ; and he cuts off his King’s head on 
Republican principles; his  watehword is 
always duty, and he never forgets that the 
nation which lets its duty get on the opposite 
side to its interests is lost.” 

He would not move his Amendment, 
but content himself by voting against the 
Vote. 


(3.20.) CapTAIN NORTON (Newington 
W.), as one of a very limited number 
ot those sitting on his side of the House 
who had been connected with the service, 
wished to offer his meed of congratula- 
tion to the Government upon having 
so timely recognised the invaluable 
services which Lord Kitchener had 
rendered to the country. He might say 
that, much as he admired his reputation 
as a general, and the services he had 
rendered to his country in that respect, 
he appreciated still more the services 
which he had rendered from a diplomatic 
point of view. There were some of them 
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sitting on that side of the House who, 
anxious as they were to let bygones be 
bygones, could not help feeling that 
if Lord Kitchener had received that 
measure of support to which he was 
entitled from all quarters, the war might 
have been brought to a more satisfactory 


issue quite eighteen months ago. They 
owed a tremendous debt to Lord 
Kitchener when they reflected that 


through his great skill he had won 
the esteem and admiration of a_ people 
who had made, perhaps, the most heroic 
struggle on record in the history of the 
world for their country, and they had 
established themselves as a people who 
would take their place down the centuries 
of time side by side with their great 
ancestors, who, unconquered by the 
Romans, nevertheless became their most 
faithtul allies. He hoped that no one 
today would venture to take another 
leaf from the well-earned laurel of the 
distinguished general who had done so 
much for his country, and who had 
succeeded in gaining, as citizens of this 
country, the descendants of a race who, 
as had already been said, were not only 
unecnquered by the Romans, but who, 
centuries later, when their country was 
overrun by the troops of Louis XIV., 
made patriotic sacrifices which thrilled 
all Europe. 


CoLoneL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) said that, though the 
hon. Member for East Mayo protessed to 
speak for the Irish nation, at all events he 
did not speak for the Irish soldier. Asa 
past soldier of the British Army he did not 
think it would be right, over a question 
like this, to allow it to be supposed that 
the feelings of the Irish soldiers were 
fairly represented by Irish Members. 
In his opinion, the very best way they 
could record their feelings in regard to 
the lrish soldiers who had fought so glori- 
ously, and died in such large numbers, 
under the leadership of Lord Kitchener 
and other British officers, was to ignore 
with contempt the ill-conditioned talk of 
Irish politicians. 


Mrs CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston) said that if the Vote before the 
Com ittee had been to thank Lord 
Kite«ner he should not have opposed it, 
but when they were asked to vote 

3M 
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£50,000 to Lord Kitchener for his services 
he declined to support it, on the ground 
that from the beginning of the war to 
the present moment he had never voted 
for a single sixpence towards the cost of 
the war, or anything arising out of 
the war. He hoped that he would pre- 
serve his consistency to the end of the 
chapter. He supposed he was precluded 
by the Rules of the House from propos- 
ing that their thanks should be tendered 
to His Majesty, but he believed they 
owed a great debt of gratitude to him 
for this war having been brought to a 
successful conclusion. He did _ not 
suppose a Vote of that kind would be 
possible in this House, but if it were he 
was certain that it would be passed with- 
out a discordant note, and without one 
voice being raised against it. Speaking 
on behalf of what might be, perhaps, a 
small section of his countrymen, but still a 
section that had had some little influence 
in the past, and might have still more in- 
fluence in the future, he took the oppor- 
tunity of tendering to His Majesty 
hearty thanks for the part he had played, 
and for the tact and judgment he had 
brought to bear in bringing this horrible 
war to the satisfactory conclusion to which 
it had been brought. 
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(3.30.) CoLONEL SAUNDERSON (Ar- 
magh, N.) said he would only venture 
to occupy the attention of the House 
for a moment, because he thought it 
was necessary that the House should 
know that there was more than one 
opinion in Ireland with regard to this 
question. The hon. Member for East 
Mayo spoke in the name of a party with 
which he acted, not as its leader, but as 
a member of the party whose view he 
evidently represented. He himself spoke 
in the name of a very considerable part 
of the Irish people, and he also spoke in 
the name of every Irish soldier. The 
House would remember that when the 
war was in progress hon. Members op- 
posite devoted their talents and their 
oratory to trying to induce the Irish 
people to oppose in every way the action 
of the Government, and to trying to 
prevent Irishmen enlisting in the army. | 
The reply was sent back from South 
Africa by the Dublin Fusiliers and _ 
the Enniskillen Fusiliers, which had 
taught hon. Gentlemen opposite that 
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they at any rate did not speak in 
the name of the Irish soldiers. There 
was one thing he thought had come 
clearly out before the world in the last 
two and a half years, and that was that 


the accusation brought by hon. Gentle- 


men opposite against British rule in 
Ireland, to the effect that free speech in 
Ireland was a thing of the past, was an 
absolutely unfounded accusation. He 
would like to ask hon. Gentlemen 
opposite what would have happened in 
Germany, during the Franco-German 
war, if a German had spoken in Germany 
to the effect that the war was a crime, 
and that no Germans should enlist in 
the army for the German cause. The 
career of that German would have been 
very short, and he would have deserved 
his fate. What would have happened in 
France, he would like to know—that 
was a country which had enlisted the 
affection of hon. Gentlemen opposite— 
if a Frenchman had proclaimed the 
justice of the German cause? He would 
have met with a similar fate. He could 
not conceive a better punishment for hon. 
Gentlemen opposite than that they should 
be consigned to the tender mercies of the 
Irish Regulars who had fought in South 
Africa. With regard to this Vote, upon 
one point he agreed with the hon. 
Member for East Mayo. He regretted 
that it was not greater. The opinion of 
the whole nation was that this had been 
a great and difficult job, and that it had 
been well done. He confessed that he 
was sorry that £50,000 was to represent 
the estimate at which the nation held 
Lord Kitchener’s worth. To his mind 
the outcome of debates of this kind, and 
the course pursued by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, must be to open the eves of 
their Radical friends as to the true 
character of Nationalist Members, and, 
therefore, the more they debated this 
question, and the more often the House 
heard their views on questions of this 
kind, unless the conscience of the Radical 
party was of a pachydermatous character, 
that party would hesitate before consign- 
ing the care of Ireland in future to men 
who had avowed open hatred to Creat 
Britain, and disloyalty to the British 
Crown. 


(3.35.) Mr. LABOUCHERE (North- 
ampton) said he agreed with every word 





till 


[TS fF = 


of } 


e 
ld 
id 
n 


ld 


1e 
yn) 


od 
ot 
n 
id 
he 
nt 
Id 
nd 
nd 
en 


ue 
id, 
nis 
Ise 
his 
cal 
er 
m- 
en 
oat 
ish 


th- 


rd 





1569 


that fell from the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury and the Leader of the Opposition in 
praise of Lord Kitchener. He considered 
that he had done his work well, and he 
had particular admiration for him, 
because while making war to the best of 
his ability he always remembered that 
the great aim of war was peace, and 
that the true object of the Commander 
who had the interests of his country 
at heart was to convert, so far as he 
could, foes into friends. But the hon. 
Member had _ certain old-fashioned 
virtues which were at a considerable 
discount at present in this House of 
Parliament—he meant principle and 
consistency. Since he had been in the 
House he had consistently opposed all 
those special grants to commanders-in- 
chief of expeditions abroad. He opposed 
the Vote to Lord Alcester, two Votes to 
Lord Wolseley, the Vote to Lord Roberts, 
and the former Vote to Lord Kitchener. 
Under these circumstances it seemed to 
him that, as a matter of principle, and 
apart from any question as to this 
man or that, whether the Commander-in- 
Chief was an able man or not, and 
whether the war was just or unjust, 
he snould be wanting in consistency if 
he were not, though he knew that 
it was unpopular, to oppose the present 
Vote. Why should he do it? He had 
never understood why they should vote 
a large sum of money to a Commander- 
in-Chief who did his duty, and why 
they should not vote a sum of money 
to a Statesman who did more for his 
country by bringing in some excellent 
bi!l and carrying it in this House. It 
would be said that the thing had been 
done often and often, but that was not 
consistent with common sense. After 
all, it was exalting the military virtues 
at the expense of the civil virtues. If 
it were proposed on the other side to 
vote a large sum of money to, say the 
Colonial Secretary for the services he 
had rendered to the country, he could 
understand their vote to Lord Kitchener 
for what he had done. But to leave 
out the Colonial Secretary, whom they 
honoured and respected, and who had 
done such signal service to the empire 
in connection with this war, was a thing 
which he certainly could not understand. 
They did not give the Colonial Secretary 
a farthing, and they gave £50,000 to 
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Lord Kitchener. Even assuming that 
it was desirable to make a distinction 
between the civil and military services, 
he should be against this system of 
giving large sums to the Commanders-in- 
Chief. The Committee would remember 
that when Lord Roberts came back to 
England a vote was taken for gratuities 
to the entire army. It was divided 
into units, and the gratuities were 
calculated according to the particular 
grades of the officers and men. He 
could not understand why they should 
vote a special grant to the Commander- 
in-Chief, because he was precisely the 
military man connected with a campaign 
of this kind who did not need a special 
grant. They knew perfectly well that 
the Commander-in-Chief—and the hon. 
Member was not complaining of it— 
received a very large salary, and more 
than that if he distinguished him- 
self they knew perfectly well that 
he would receive almost always in future 
high duties as long as he had any work 
in him. They were told that Lord 
Kitchener was to be sent as Commander- 
in-Chief in India. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
Hear, hear! |] He said “hear, hear!’ too. 
He was glad that Lord Kitchener was to 


1570 


| receive that honour, but he should have 
| preferred that he had been made Com- 


mander-in-Chief in England. For his 
part, he believed that nothing they could 
do for Lord Kitchener in a monetary 
way could equal the honour done to 
him by the confidence shown in his 
word by the Boers and the manner in 
which they received him when he went 
into their camp. Look at the condition 
of the soldiers. Many of them came 
back ruined in constitution, many of 
them were wounded, and some had lost 
the work which they had before going 
into campaign. [A NATIONALIST Mem- 
BER: Yousend them to the workhouse! | 
If he had to choose between voting a 
large sum to the Commander-in-Chief, 
and yoting a still larger sum to be 
distributed among the soldiers, he should 
be in favour of voting it to the soldiers. 
If he were a Member on the other side of 
the House he should agree with his hon. 
and gallant friend who had just sat down 
that Lord Kitchener had received too 
little. When Lord Roberts returned 
from South Africa he left matters, as he 
said himself, in a most critical condition. 
3M 2 
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The First Lord of the Treasury had said 
that Lord Kitchener had a much more 
difficult task than Lord Roberts. [Cries 
of “* No!”] Anyhow, most Gentlemen in 
the House would agree that while there 
was more sensational military work 
under Lord Roberts, the more 
difficult task in connection with the 
war had fallen to Lord Kitchener. 
Lord Roberts received £100,000 after he 
had told the country that the war was 


over. That was evidently an entire mis 
take. He did not know whether Lord 
Roberts might not feel that Lord 


Kitchener should get the same sum as 
himself, or whether the two noble Lords 
should put the two sums together and 
divide the pool. He thought it would 
be a mean thing on the part of the 
country not to give Lord Kitchener the 
same sum as Lord Roberts. He did not 
entirely agree with his hon. friend that 
in making these grants to the Com- 
mander-in-Chief they should consider 
whether the war was a just or an un- 
just war. He did not, in opposing this 
vote, question the merits of Lord 
Kitchener as a commander or as a 
negotiator ; but beeause he was honest'y 
opposed to all those votes. 


(3.48.) Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND 
(Clare, E.)said he would not have troubled 
the House with any observations at that 
stage; but unfortunately, on the previous 
day, when he desired to register his vote 
against this grant in its initial stage, he 
was unable to make the Speaker hear 
him when he said “No.” For that 
reason he felt that he could not allow 
this oceasion to pass without following 
the course he had always adopted ever 
since the war commenced, and explain- 
ing why he was opposed to this grant of 
money. The hon. and gallant Member 
for North Armagh had referred in very 
glowing and enthusiastic terms to the 
services done in South Africa, and to the 
sacrifices made by many of the Irish 
troops. He was not at all prepared to 
deny that the Irish troops in South 
Africa had done a great deal more than 
their fair share in the fighting and the 
suffering, but the hon. and gallant 
Member for North Armagh would prob- 
ably be surprised to hear that one of the 
reasons why he was opposed to this 
grant to Lord Kitchener was that he 
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| thought it was a shameful and disgrace- 
ful thing that the Commander-in-Chiet 
should receive such large monetary com- 
pensation, while the very soldiers which 
the hon. and gallant Member talked 
about were allowed, in many cases, to 
drift into the workhouses, and their 
wives, children, and relatives had been 
absolutely neglected by the War Oftice. 


He did not know what _— the 
experience of the hon. and_ gallant 
Gentleman had been on this matter 


during the war, but the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman would not object to his 
telling him that scarcely a day had 
passed on which he had not received a 
large number of letters from the wives, 
children and relatives of the men at the 
iront—particularly reservists—complain- 
ing that no steps had been taken by 
the War Office to compensate them for 
the loss of the wages of their husbands, 
fathers, or sons. 


*THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The hon. 
Gentleman will not be in order in discuss- 
ing the conduct of the War Office under 
this V ote. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said _ he 
had no desire to traverse beyond the 
scope of the Vote: he only wanted to 
show why he opposed this Vote to 
Lord Kitchener: and to ask why no 
similar proposal had been made for the 
provision of relief to the wives and 
children of the men at the front. In 
his opinion, the whole of this proceeding 
was covering the House and country 


with ridicule. The Government were 
making the House the laughing stock 


of the world. They were acting as it 
they had achieved great and 
mighty feat of arms, and had wona 
victory which justified them in celebrat- 
ing it in every extraordinary way. What 
were the facts? Lord Kitchener with 
an army infinitely greater than all the 
men, women, and children in the 
Transvaal, had only been able to sign 
the conditions of peace at the end of 
two and three-quarter years, because 
the Boers had run short of ammunition 
and the other means for carrying on the 
war. Where was the glory in that?! 
Was there anything wonderful in suck 
a so-called He main- 
| tained that the whole history of the last 


some 


feat of arms ? 
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two and three-quarter years had covered 
the name of the English people with 
eternal disgrace in every portion of the 
world; and the fact that this large 
sum of money was to be given to the 
Commander-in-Chief, while the men 
in the field and their families 
were left out in the cold, was simply 
disgraceful. It was a very. easy 
thing for His Majesty the King or any 
other gentleman to suggest that this 
House should hand over £50,000 to 
Lord Kitchener or any other gentleman ; 
but he thought that His Majesty the 
King and his counsellors woud have 
been infinitely better advised if, instead 
of introducing this grant, they had 
asked the House to make some provision 
at this time to relieve the terrible distress 
and poverty of the masses of the people 
which was evident all round this city 
and in every part of the country. Lord 
Kitchener would go down to history as 
the one British General who had made 
waron women and children. [Loud and 


continued cries of ‘“‘Oh, oh!” and 
‘ Divide. ””} 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.) rose 


toa point of order. He begged to draw 
the attention of the Chairman to the 
persistent attempt of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite to prevent the hon. Member in 
possession of the Committee from pro 
ceeding with his speech. 


*THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The hon. 


Gentleman must be allowed to proceed. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) asked 
whether it was in order, even for an 
Irish Member, toinsult the British Army ? 
(Loud cries of “ Divide,’ and * With- 
draw,” from the Government Benches. 
and of ‘‘ Police’ from the Irish Benches. | 

Mr. WILLIAM With- 


draw what? 


REDMOND : 


Mr. 
(Cheshire, 
the hon. 
Kitchener. 


BROMLEY DAVENPORT 
Macclesfield): The charge 
Member made against Lord 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: As to 
my reference to Lord Kitchener. | do 
not propose to withdraw a single word. 
[Loud and persistent cries of ‘ Divide ! ”} 
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Mr. MACVEAGH: I rise again to 
ask you, Mr. Jeffreys, whether you 
intend to enforce your decision that 
the hon. Member should obtain a fair 
hearing. 


*THeE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The hon. 
Member is not out of order, but I cannot 
compel the Committee to listen to him. 
| hope, however, that the Committee 
will listen to him. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT rose 
upon a point of order, but was not heard 
in the Gallery,owing to the uproar in the 
House. 


*Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
hon. Member rose to a point of order, 
and therefore | call upon him to raise his 
point of order. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: I 
am anxious to assist, if I can, to put an 
end to this —— 


[Cries from the Irish Benches: What 
is your point of order ?} 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
the hon. Member had made use of an 
expression that had given a great deal 
of offence to Members on the Union- 
ist side of the House. He had said that 
Lord Kitchener had made war upon 
women andchildren. If the hon. Gentle- 
man did not withdraw that—— 


[Cries from the Irish Benches: That 
is not a point of order. | 
*Tar DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: That 


might have been an unfortunate ex- 
pression, but it was not out of order. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT again 
rose. but was met with loud eries of 
“Name. name!” 


Mr. DILLON: Name him. It he were 
an Lrish Member he would have been 
named long ago. 


*Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: T call 
upon Mr. Redmond to continue his 
speech. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND rose, but 
could not make himself heard. 
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Where are your new Rules ? 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 


hon. Gentleman said—— 


Mr. SETON-KARR (St. Helen’s): I. 


beg to move that the hon. Member be 
no longer heard. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Mr. 
Jeffreys, will you ask them to be silent 
while | speak to you? 


*THeDEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Thehon. 
Member wishes to explain some question 
that arose. I hope the House will allow 
him to do so. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND, who 
spoke amid a great uproar, was under- 
stood to say that the hon. Gentleman, 
whose constituency he did not remember 
at the moment, had accused him of making 
what was an offensive observation, and 
had called upon him to withdraw it. He 
did not know what that observation 
was, but ifthe hon. Member referred to 
the statement that Lord Kitchener was 
responsible for the death of 15,000 
children in the concentration camps, and 
that by thosecamps he had made war 
on women and children, he could only 
say that was his absolute conviction ; he 
stated it, and would not withdraw it. 


Mr. Hatsty (Hertfordshire, at- 
ford), rose in his place, and claimed 
to move, “That the Question be 
now put;” but the Deputy CHAIRMAN 
withheld his assent, and declined then to 
put that Question. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND, on rising 
to resume his speech, was again met with 
persistent interruption. He said that if 
hon. Gentlemen refused to hear him 
that was the best proof that they were 
afraid of what he might say. There was 
such an atmosphere of hypocrisy here 
that even when one man spoke the truth, 
hon. Members tried to drown his voice 
by organised disturbance. The conduct 
of Lord Kitchener in desecrating the 
tomb of the Mahdi at Omdurman—— 


*THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said this 
was a Vote to Lord Kitchener for his 
services in South Africa. The hon. 
Member must not allude to other matters. 


{COMMONS} 


Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): | 
| wished to give an additional reason why 





Lord Kitchener. 1576 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND #said he 


the Irish Members objected to this Vote. 
In Ireland they could not get a farthing 
for a useful purpose, and money was 
squandered here on Generals who were 
well paid for their work. If this grant 


_was to be given, why was Lord Kitchener 


selected against General Buller? Why 
was Lord Methuen, who fought as well as 
any of our soldiers, passed over? Lord 
Kitchener and Lord Roberts had made 
more disgraceful conquerors than any 
Generals in the history of the world. 
They left the wives and children of the 
Boers to starve, and now they were 
made the heroes of a corrupt society. 
So far as he was concerned, he opposed 
this Vote. 


An Hon. Memper: Oh! sit down. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: On a 
point of order, Sir, I desire to know 
whether one hon. Member of this House 
is entitled to order another to sit down. 
{Renewed cries of ‘“Divide!”} Mr. 
Jeffreys, I wish to know, Sir, why you, as 
Chairman, do not appeal to the Committee 
to give mea hearing. Is it because my 
opinions are not popular that I am not 
entitled to be heard } 


*Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: [have 
appealed to the Committee to hear the 
hon. Gentleman. I cannot compel it. 
{Cries of “Call in the police” trom the 
Irish Benches. | 


*Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order, 
order! The expressions that [ have 
heard are not out of order. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) * 
Well, that is very useful! 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
Upon a point of order, Sir, may I call 
your attention tothe new Rule whereby, 
under certain conditions, a sitting may be 
suspended ? And may I ask whether the 
time has not arrived when that Rule 
shou'd be put in force. 


*Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: No, Sir, 
I do not think the time has arrived. 
But I would ask the hon. Member to 
conclude his speech, as it is apparently 
distasteful to the House. [I did not 


| sonage the closure, because I thought 
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the hon. Gentleman was nearing the end 
of his speech. [Further Irish shouts of 
dissent. | 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND rose and 
attempted to speak, amidst continued 
uproar. He was understood to say that, 
as he desired to reply, he appealed to the 
Deputy Chairman to get him a hearing. 
He begged to inform him that, owing to 
the continued interruption, he had been 
unable to make any progress in the 
speech he intended to deliver. He could 
not accept the statement that, because 
a speech was distasteful to some portion 
of the House, a Member should not be 
allowed to make it. 


Mr. Banpury (Camberwell, Peckham) 
rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“That the Question be now put.” 


Mr. DILLON, speaking with his hat 
on, ona point of order wished to know 
whether in future a Member of this 
House, when his speech was distasteful, 
must desist. 


*Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: 


not a point of order. 


That is 


Mr. DILLON: 
your ruling. 


I understood that was 


{5 JUNE 1902} 


Lord Kitchener. 1578 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 


ask you, on a point of order, if it is 
not true that you told me, because my 
speech was distasteful, that I should not 


continue ? 


*THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: When 
the hon. Gentleman asked me to get 
him a hearing, I said his speech was 
evidently distasteful to the Committee, 
that I was not able to get him a hearing, 
and that I hoped he would conclude his 
speech. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is 
not in your recollection that you said, as 
my speech was distasteful, I should 
| desist ? - 





*Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: That 
was not my intention. My intention was 
to say that, as the speech was distastetul 
to the House, [ could not get the hon. 
Member a hearing. 


(4.10.) Question put, ‘That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 273; 





| Noes, 138. (Division List No. 201.) 


AYES. 


Brassey 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Brodrick, Rt. 


Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir W . am Reyne }] 


Albert 

Hon. St. John 
srookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscouns 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow} 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davies, M. Vaughaa-(Cardigan 





Anstruther, H. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-For ester, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 
Saldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Barry,Sir Franeis T.( Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. HnSir Michael Hicks 
Beresford LordCharles William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. |] 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 


Boulnois, Edmund 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 





Bull, William James 
3urdett-Coutts, W. 
a RtHn.J. A.(Glasgow 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish. V.C,W,( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Cc hamberl: iin, it. Hn..J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore'r 
Chamberlayne, T.(S’thampton) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir Wiliam 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collins, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
€ ‘olomb.s SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 





Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John Kk. D. Wingtield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFr'd Dixon 
Doringcon, Sir John Edward 
Dougaty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.( Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W 
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4xalloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary(St. Albans) 
Gedson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon. Hn.J. K.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, HnG. RC. Ormsby-(Salop 


Gore, Hon.8. F.Ormsby- ( Line.) | 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham Henry Robert 
Greene, SirE W(BrySEdm’nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Mar-hall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. ‘Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mid'x 


Hamilton, Marq.of( Lind nd rry | 
Hardy. Laurence( Kent, Ashf rd | 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Clande George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath. James (Statfords. N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hope.J. F.(Shetlield. Brehts'de 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hutton, John (Yorks N. R.) 


Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhonse | 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Ri. on. SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Cel, W.(Salop 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Lon. Frederick Win. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Cilasevow) 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. William Edw. H 


Lee, Arthur} (Hants, Fareham | 


Lees, Sir EViott (Birkenhead) 
Legee, Col. Hon. Heneave 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col.Charles W. (Evesham 


Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol) | 


Lowe, Francis William 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gatesnead) 
Allep,CnrarlesP.(Gloue. Stroud 
Asher, Alexan ier 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 


{COMMONS} 


Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 

Maedona, John Cumming 

Maclver, David (Liverpool) 

M‘ Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.( Antrim, E.) 
M‘Iver.SirLewis( Edinburgh W 

| M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 

Majendie, James A. H. 

| Maleolm, lan 

Maxwell, RtHnSirHE.(Wigt'n 

Maxwell, WJ H( Damfriesshire 

| Melville, Beresford Valentine 

| Middiemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


} 
| 
| 


Milner, Rt. Hon. SirFrederickG | 


| Milvain, Thomas 

| Mitchell, William 

| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt.Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, David J.(Walth stow) 


Morgan, Hn.Fred.(Monm‘thsh. | 


Morton, Arthur H..A.( Deptford 

Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray ©. 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
| Myers, William Henry 

Newaigate, Francis Alexander 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
ONeill, Hon. Robert Torrens 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 

Parker, Gilbert 

Pemberton, John S, G. 

Penn, John 

Perey, Ear] 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 

Platt-Higeins, Frederick 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 

Purvis. Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8. 

fankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 

tarclifl, R. F. 
| Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
| Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
| Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
| Ridley, Hn. M.W. (Stalybridge) 
| Ridley.S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
} Ritehte, Re. Hn. Chas. Thomson 


| 


| 


Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 


NOES. 
Blake, Edward 


Boland, John 

Brown.Georgs M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 


| Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 


Lord Kitchener. 


2ound, James 
tussell, T. W. 
Autherford, John 
Sackville, Col. G. S. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sa-soon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt Hn. Col. Edw.J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton‘ Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfew 
Sinclair. Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
| Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
| Stanley,Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
| Stewart,SirMarkJ.M, Taggart 
| Stirling- Maxwell, Sir Jolin M. 
Stock, James Henry 
| Stone, Sir Benjamin 
} Stratt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
| Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.OxtdU niv. 
| Tennant, Harold John 
| Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
| 
| 





Tritton, Charles Ernest 

| Tufnell, Lient.-Col. Edward 

| Valentia, Viscount 

| Walrond, Rt. Hn Sir William H 
| Wason,JohnCatheart( Orkney) 
| Welby,Lt.-Coi. AC. E( Taunton 
Welby.SirCharlesG E. (Notts 
| Whiteley, H( Ashton-und. Lyne 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 

| Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
| Wills, Sir Frederick 

| Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R. 
| Wilson,Chas. Henry( Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, John (Falkirk 
Wilson, John (Glasgow ) 
Wilson.J. W.( Wore: stersh.N.) 
Wilson-Todd.Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Vrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerbureh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, Wiliam 





TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Mr. Banbury and = Mr. 
H Bromley-Davenport. 


Canston, Richard Knight 

Channing, Francis Allston 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 

Crombie, John William 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 

Delany, Willian 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
| Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
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Dillon, John Law, HughAlex.(Donegal, W.) | Price. Robert John 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) Layland- “Barratt, Francis | Priestley, Arthur 

Dunean, J. Hastings Leamy, Edmund | Rea, Russell 

Dunn, Sir William Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington | Reddy, M. 

Edwards, Frank Lloyd-George, David | Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Elibank, Master of Lundon, W. Redmond, William (Clare) 
Ellis, John Edward MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. | Reid Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Emmott, Alfred MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Evans,SirFrancis H(Maidst’ne | MacVeagh,Jeremiah | Roe, Sir Thomas 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert M‘Govern, T. | Runeiman, Walter 

Fenwick Charles | M‘Hugh, Patrick A. | Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Firench, Peter | M‘ Kenna, Reginald | Shaw, Charles E-iw. (Statford) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) — | Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Flynn, James Christopher M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin | Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Fuller, J. M. F. Markham. Arthur Basil | Shipmao, Dr. John G. 
Furness, _ Christopher Mather, William | Sinclair, Jolin (Forfarshire) 
Gilhooly, James Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William | Soares, Ernest J. 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | Sullivan, Donal 


G ladatone, Rt. Hn HerbertJoln 
Morley, Rt. Hn.John( Montrose | Taylor, Theodore Cooke 


Grant, Corrie 


Hammond, John Nannetti, Joseph P. | Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon.Sir William | Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gow r 
Harwood, George | Norman, Henry Tomkinson, James 

Hayden, John Patrick | Norton, Capt. Cecil William | Toulmin, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- | Nussey, Thomas Willans | Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


O'Brien, James F. X. (Cork) Ure, Alexander 


Havter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
(Brien Kendal(Tipperary Mid | Wallace, Robert 


Helme, Norval Watson 


Hemphill, ay Hon.Charles H. | O'Brien, Patrick (INilkenny) Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol,E.) | O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | Wason, Enwene (Claekmannan 
Holland, iv ‘lis am Henry | O'Connor. James( WicklowW.) >) White, Luke (Yor k, E.R.) 
Horniman, Frederick John (Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) Whiteley, + 2orge (York, WLR. 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. ET | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Jacoby, James Alfred (Shans ghnessy, P.. W ae se.SirJ T( Huddersfd 
Jones, David Brynmor(Sw'nsea | Palmer,<ceorge Wm. ae g) | 


Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) p artington, Oswald 


Joyce, Michael Paulton, James Mellor | TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Kearley, Hudson E, Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) Sir Thomas Esimonde and 
Labonchere, Henry Perks, Robert William | Captain Donelan. 
Lambert, George Power, Patrick Joseph 


(4.24.) Question put accordingly, “That in recognition of his eminent services 
a sum, not exceeding £50,000, be granted during the war in South Africa.” 
to His Majesty. to be issued to Lieutenant- 

General Lord Kitchener of Khartoum, The Committee divided :—Aves, 

C.B., G.C.M.G., Commander-in-Chief | Noes, 44. (Division List No. 202.) 
of His Majesty's Forces in South Africa, 


» 
ot): 





AYES. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) Barry, Sir Fran isT. (Windsor) | Brown, Ge "Me M. (Edinburgh 
\cland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex F. | Bartley, George ©. T. tage A S —_ fomlinson 
Agy-Gardner, James Tynte | Bathurst, Hon. Alle n Be meg Bryce, Rt Hn. James 
Agnew, Sir \ndrew Noel Bayley, Thomas ( Derbyshire Brymer, “ ition Krnes 
Allan, William (Gateshead) Beach, Rt. Hn. SirMichaelHicks Bull, William James 
Alien,CharlesP.(Gloue. Stroud | Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. Burdett- a W. 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden | Beresford, LoréCharles William | ¢ ‘aldwell, James 
Allsopp, Hon. George Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. Campbell, ae Hn J A (Glasgow 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Bignold, Arthur Campbell-Banaerman, Sir H. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope Bill, Charlies Carlile, William Wi alter 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Black, Alexander William Car-on, Re. Hon.Sir kdw. H 
Arrol, Sie William Blundell, Colonel Henry Causton, Richard Kmgnt 
Asher, Alexander Bond, Edward | Cantley, Henry Strother 
Ashton, Thomas Gair Boscawen, Arthur Grittith | Cavendis sh, R. I s oy Lanes.) 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon, John Boulnois, Edmund Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. 
Austin, Sir John Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex | Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert Bowles, T. Gibson( King’s Lynn) | Ceeil, Lord. Hugh (¢ ‘reenwich ) 
Balearres, Lord Brand, Hon. Arthur G. | Chamberlain, itt. Hn. J.(Birm. 
Baldwin, Alfred Brassey, Albert | Chamberlain... Austen (Wore. 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r | Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John Chamberlayne, T. (S'thampton 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W (Leeds | Brooktield, Colonel Montagu | Channing, Franeis Allston 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | Brotherton, Edward Allen | Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 





Banbury, Frederick George Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. ' Chapman, Edward 
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Charrington, Spencer 
Clive, Capt. Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnC _ ee eady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscounc 
Crombie, John Wolliam 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies. M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Silke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charies 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFr'dDixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Dought», George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Edwards, Frank 
Elibank, Master of 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Faber, Edmund B.(Hants,W. ) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn. SirJ.(Mane. 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Re. Hn. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Fo-ter, PhilipS.(Warwk,S.W. 
Fowler, Rt. Hn. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gailoway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gartit, William 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Gladstone. Rt. Hn. H’rb’rt John 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. Eb. (Elgin Nairn 
Gordon, Maj. Evans(‘l’rHm lets 
Gore, Hn. G KC Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby-(Line. 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goutdins, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Grant, Corrie 
Greene, SirEW(BrySEdm’nds 
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Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

‘tuthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn LordG (Mid. 
Hamilton, Mary.of(L’nd’nderry 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashf'd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Harwood, George 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, Ar thurHoward( Hanley 
Heath, James(Statlords,N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, RobertTrotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, C. E. H.( Bristol, E. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, J. (Shettield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wim. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Midd Tottenham) 
Hozier.Hon. JamesHenry Cecil 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur ¢ 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, David Brynmwor(Sw’nsea 
Jones, Win. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson EF. 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyou-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. 
Lee, ArthurH (Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington 
Lege, Col. Hon. Heneaye 
Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, Fred’rick N.S. 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A 
Long,Col. Charles W (Evesham 


Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lough, Thomas 


Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., 
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| Lowther, Rt. Hn. James (Kent) 
| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
| Lucas, ReginaldJ (Portsmouth 


Macdona, John Cumming 


; MaclIver, David (Liverpool) 
| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


, Platt- Hig geins, 


M‘C ‘almont, Col. J. (Antrim,E.) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinb’rgh,W 
M‘Kerna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Majendie, James A. H 
Maleolm, lan 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, William 
Maxwell, Rt. HnSirHE( Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. John William 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,J no. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn.SirFrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 
Mitchell, William 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Mere, Kohbt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavdJ (Walthamstow 
Morgan, Hn. Fred(Monm’thsh. 
Morley, y, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn John( Montrose 
Morton, ArtherH. A( Deptford) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Marray, Rt Hn A Graham (Bute 
Muraay, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nicol. Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil Wiliam 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, George Wm.( Reading 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, ( Gilbert 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pemberton, Jonn S. G. 
Penn, John 
Perey, Earl 
Perks, Robert William 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lieut-Col. Richard 
Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley, Arthur 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic ( 
Ratcliff, R. F. 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Rea, Russell 


‘arne 


| Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 


Reid, James (Greenock) 


| Reid, SirR. Threshie (Dumfries 


| Renshaw, Charles Bine 
| Renwick, George 


Eskdale) | 


‘ 


tidley, Hn.M. W. (Stalybridge 
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Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Roberts, William Snowdon 
Rue, Sir Thomas 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Roltlit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Saaler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn Col Edwad J 
Scott, Chas. Frestwich (Leigh) 
Secly.Charles Hilton (Lincoin) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H. (Renfrew) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. EF. D. (Strand) 
Soares, Ernest J. 


Talbot, Lord E 
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Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Tagzart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir Jonn M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamn 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Talbot, Rt. HnJ G (Oxf'd Univ 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel(C 
Thomas, David. 
Thomas, A(Glain’rgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 

| Thornton, Perey M. 

| Tomkinson, James 

| Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward | Younger, William 
Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount | 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 
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Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col AC E (Taunton 
Welby.SirCharlesG. E. (Notts) 
White, Luke (York, E. BR.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whiteley, H( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Williams, Rt HnJ Powell (Birm 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson,Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Nortfolk, Mid 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N. ) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Woodhouse, SirJ T(Hudderst d 
Worsley-Tay lor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Ho.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 

| Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


(Chichester) 


armarthen, E.) 
Alfr’d (Merthyr 


(York, W.R.) 





TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Williem Walrond and 


(Clackmannan) ! Mr. Anstruther. 


NOES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randall 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

itrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 


| Joyce. Michael 


Lundon, W. 


M‘Govern, T. 


M‘kKean, Jolin 


Resolution to be reported tomorrow 
Committee to sit again tomorrow. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—VOTE OF 
THANKS TO THE FORCES. 
(4.42.) Mr, A. a. 
rising to move the Resolution standing 
on the Paper, was prevented speaking by 
loud and continued cries of “Divide! 
Divide!” from the Nationalist Members. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
trust that hon. Members will, in the 
interests of freedom of debate—{loud 
Nationalist cheers|—in the interests of 
freedom of debate and of dignity of 
debate, listen to the observations of the 
right hon. Gentleman. I trust that will 
be the case on both sides of the House. 





| Labouchere, Henry 
Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal W. 
| Leamy, Edmund 


MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| MacVeagh, Jer 


M‘Hugh. Patrick A. 


| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
| Nannetti, Joseph P. | 
| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
| O'Brien, James I. X. (Cork) 

O Brien, Kendal(Tipp’rary Mid | 


BALFOUR, on | 


| O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
| (Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, T. (kerry, W.) 

0’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterferd) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 

| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

| Sullivan, Donal 


emiah 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Mr. Patrick O'Brien. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I trust | 
| may be allowed, on the question of order, 
|to say to you, Sir, that my hon. friends 
| who have just interrupted by cries of 
“ Divide’ have done so in consequence 
of a ruling of the Deputy Chairman of 
Committees to the effect that it was not 
out of order to refuse a hearing to an 
hon. Member who was making a distaste- 
ful speech. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I understand that 
some dispute arose in Committee. I 
was not altogether ignorant of what 
had taken place, although [ am not 
|aecepting the version of the hon. 
‘Member as to the effect of the ruling 
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of the Chair. But I do trust that, what- 
ever has taken place in Committee, in 
this House freedom of debate, as I say, 
and dignity of debate, will be observed 
on both sides. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: All | wish 
to say is that there are no men in this 
ilouse who have such a high interest in 
freedom of debate as those who sit upon 
these Benches. and that the action taken 
by my hon. friends was in the nature of a 
protest against what they regarded—and | 
think justifiably regarded—as an unwar- 
rantable interference with the freedom of 
debate in the incident which has just 


closed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I trust that, 
whatever difference of opinion may have 
made itself felt in connection with the 
Resolution which has just been agreed to, 
no such difference of opinion will be 
shown in reference to the Resolution 
which 1 am now about to propose—a 
Resolution whichis intended to convey the 
thanks of the House to our troops en- 
gaged in South Airica, and to express 
our high admiration of the manner in 
which they have carried out their duties. 
I do not know that there is in our his- 
tory any exact parallel to the Resolution 
which | am about to move; it includes 
some paragraphs for which there is no 
parallel in any previous Resolution of this 
House, so tar as | know, in connection 
with our military forces. For the first 
time we have had an Army entirely 
composed of british subjects, and in that 
army have been fighting side by side not 
merely the Regular troops of the Crown, 
but the Militia, the Volunteers, the col- 
onial forces, and the Yeomanry and 
Volunteers from India. This indicates 
a very great revolution in the military 
position of this country. Never before 
have we sent beyond the seas any force 
comparable in numbers to the forces that 
have been engaged during the last few 
years in South Africa. Never before, 
when we have sent a really considerable 
force beyond the seas, have we been 
without allies or increenaries other than 
of English nationality and English blood. 
That is my recollection; I do not pre- 
tend to have verified it; but certainly 
al! through the Peninsular War we had 
the assistance of a famous corps, known 

Mr, Speaker. 
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as the German Legion, and all through 
the great wars of the eighteenth century 
that was emphatically the case. In the 
Crimean War we fought side by side 
with great allies. On this occasion alone, 
so faras I know, a force of 250,000 men 
has been collected 7,000 miles from our 
shores, every one of whom was a subject 
of his Majesty the King. 

It is manifest that to each of the 
classes of which this great force was 
composed we ought to tender our thanks, 
and the first paragraph begins by tender- 
ing our thanks to the officers and men 
of the Regular Army. Sir, they have 
been the backbone, after all, of our 
fighting force. Onthem has the greatest 
burden fallen, and they have served 
without discontent or murmuring side 
by side with brothers in arms paid at a 
much higher rate. and in the circum- 
stances properly paid at a much higher 
rate than theinselves; they have seen 
that that was one of the necessities of 
the occasion, and. so far as I know, there 
has been no discontent. They have 
ungrudgingly, as well as courageously, 
performed all the duties that have been 
thrown upon them. Then | come to 
another branch of the forces engaged in 
the field, of which we have, indeed, had 
plenty of experience in the past —I mean 
the sailors. Our sailors and our soldiers 
have constantly co-operated, not merely 
in operations in which the Navy itself 
was engaged, but in operations of a 
strictly military character. and never 
has that co-operation done otherwise 
than iedound to the credit of the naval 
force engaged. What has been true 
throughout our history has been true in 
South Africa, and the naval brigade has 
earned undying honour in the early 
stages of the war. 

I now come to the Militia, the Yeo- 
manry, and the Volunteers. This is the 
first time in which these forces have 
been engaged far beyond the seas in 
great military operations ; this is the first 
time the Militia, as far as | know, have 
ever fought side by side with the 
Regular troops of the country abroad. 
They were used in our jortresses during 
the Crimean war, but they never went 
to the front. In this war for the first 
time they have actually been in the 
fighting line with the Regular troops. 
And, Sir, if the position of the Militia on 
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this occasion is novel, still more novel is 
it that we should have these great 
bodies of Volunteers and Yeomanry who, 
even from the very early days of the 
war, have done such admirable services 
and have co-operated with an Army, 
which, by itself, was no doubt numerically 
insufficient for the work thrown upon 
it, not by the numbers of the enemy, 
but by the character of the country in 
which the military operations were 
carried on. 

The third category of troops we have 
to thank are the colonial forces. If this 
is the first time in which the Militia 
have taken part in actual military 
operations, if this is the first time in 
which the Volunteers have co-operated 
with the Regular troops, so also is it the 
first time that any large body of our 
colonies has come torward in a moment 
of great Imperial need and thrown in 
their lot with the mother country. | 
quite agree it is not the first time they 
have given us assistance; but it is the 
great example, the first example, of 
what can be done, from a_ purely 
military point of view, by the British 
Empire when all the parts of that 
Empire are convinced that some great, 
common, Imperial need requires of 
every member of the Empire an equal 
sacrifice. Sir, the numbers supplied to 
us from: our colonies have been consider- 
able, and the service they have done us 
in the field has been great, but I venture 
to say that the benefits that they hav: 
conterred upon our common Empire are 
not to be measured either by the number 
of men engaged or by the actual military 
operations in which they have taken 
part; they are to be measured by the 
aentiment of which this great contribu- 
tion is the conclusive evidence, and which 
makes the present war the opening of a 
new chapter in our Imperial history. 
These are the great classes of troops 
which we ask the House to thank. | 
think it would be superfluous if I were 
to waste the time of the House by saying 
one word in praise of their courage or 
their conduct. But, Sir, I must say a 
word about the admirable spirit of 
humanity which has animated them 
from first to last. In the speech which 
fell from the hon. Member for East Mayo 
in the early part of the sitting I lamented 
nothing so much as his attacks upon the 
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inhumanity of the Army. 
IST MEMBER: 
kind. | 


[A NATIONAL- 
He said nothing of the 


Mr. DILLON said he thought the 
right hon. Gentleman should do him 
justice. He said distinctly that neither 
on that occasion nor on other occasions, 
as far as he knew, had he made any 
charge against the Army or officers on 
the ground of inhumanity. He made 
the charge against Lord Kitchener, who 
had himself accepted the whole responsi- 
bility for the policy which he attacked. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | am sorry to 
have misrepresented the hon. Gentleman. 
The version he gives of his speech is an 
accurate one. He did throw all the 
blame on Lord Kitchener, and the 
soldiers whom I am asking the House to 
thank must, in the hon. Gentleman's 
view, only be regarded as his reluctant 
instruments. However, | am not going 
back to the previous debate. It will be 
sufficient if 1 say I do not believe that 
the history of the world shows a parallel! 
to the conduct of troops who were practi 
cally masters of the whole area in which 
they were, except just the ground on 
which these scattered commandos wer: 
carrying on their operations, who had 
the whole thing under their feet, and 
who never once, so far as I know, trans- 
gressed, I will not say the laws of 
war, but the higher code of humanity to 
which the laws of war are only a distant 
and rough approximation. It does show 
a great growth in humanitarian and 
humanising sentiment of which we 
may well be proud in this country. Th 
temptations to excess and outrage must, 
after all, be great, even in the most 
disciplined troops, and some of these 
troops were in the nature of Irregulars : 
and yet I believe you may scan the 
annals of what has taken place in South 
Africa during the last two or three years 
with the most critical eye, and you will 
have to admit—I! hope you will be glad 
to admit—that never yet has there in 
the history of the world been an example 
of 250,000 men in this uncontrolled 
possession of a country against whom 
no charge could truly be made of brutality 
or of inhumanity. 

That concludes all I have to say about 
the earlier paragraphs of the Resolution 
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which I shall submit to the House. The 
final paragraph is one which, in deference 
to our own feelings, and out of regard 
for those who have suffered by the war, 
we always pass on these occasions. It 
is a vote of condolence with those who 
have suffered lossand bereavement in the 
progress of the war. I will not argue 
the question of form. [A NATIONALIST 
MemBer: We are all anxious to pass 
that.| Lam quite sure the hon. Member 
at all events agrees with the substance 
of this part of my remarks. I would 
say that, while it is true that the 
actual loss by wounds and disease in 
this war has been less, compared with 
the total number of the men engaged, 
than on previous occasions, partly 
through the changes in modern 
weapons and partly through the improve- 
ment of modern surgery and modern 
medicine, yet he is fortunate indeed, 
who has not in the circle of his own 
immediate experience come across cruel 
and heartrending cases of bereavement. 
We can do little to console the widow or 
the parent for the loss of husband or of 
child; but it may be some consolation 
to those who have suffered these irre- 
parable injuries to feel that after all 
those whom they loved were engaged in 
a cause which the nation at large believes 
to be just: to which they freely lent 
their services: and in which they died 
and did not die in vain. The cause for 
which they were sacrificed has been 
successful ; and if this is not a sufficient 
or an adequate consolation for the loss 
oi their nearest and dearest, at all events 
it must be some comfort to know that 
the greatest of all sacrifices has not been 
made in vain. I now, Sir, beg to move 
the Resolution which I venture to place 
in your hands. 


Motion made, and (Question proposed, 
“That the thanks of this House be 
siven to the officers and warrant 
officers of the Navy, the Army, the Royal 
Marines, the Militia, the Imperial Yeo- 
manry, and the Volunteers for the 
energy and gailantry with which they 
executed the services which they were 
called upon to perform during the 
prolonged campaign in South Africa. 

“That this House dothacknowledgeand 
highly approve the gallantry, discipline, 
and good conduct displayed by the petty 

Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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officers, non-commissioned officers, and 
men of the Navy, the Army, the Royal 
Marines, the Militia, the Imperial Yeo- 
manry, and the Volunteers throughout 
the war. 

“That the thanks of this House be 
given to the officers. warrant officers, 
non-commissioned officers, and men of 
His Majesty’s Colonial and Indian forces, 
for their co-operation with His Majesty's 
imperial forces, and for the energy and 
gallantry with which they executed the 
services which they were called upon to 
perform during the prolonged campaign 
in South Africa. 

“That this House doth acknowledge 
and highly approve the gallantry, dis- 
cipline, and good conduct displayed by 
His Majesty’s Colonial and Indian forces, 
and doth also acknowledge the cordial 
good feeling which animated all His 
Majesty’s forces. 

“That the thanks of this House be 
given to the officers, warrant officers, 
non-commissioned officers, and men of 
the several corps of militia which have 
been embodied in Great Britain and 
Ireland during the course of the war 
for the zealous and meritorious services 
which they have rendered at home and 
abroad. 

“That this House doth acknowledge 
with admiration the distinguished 
valour, devotion, and conduct of those 
officers and men who have perished 
during the campaign in South Africa 
in the service of the Empire, and desires 
to express deep sympathy with their 
friends.’ —(Mr. 4. J. Balfour.) 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I feel much confidence that there will not 
be a single jarring note in the voice with 
which the House of Commons will today 
express its appreciation of the services of 
the Army in all its branches and all its 
ranks during the war which we are now 
happy tospeak of as the late war. It was 
a war, as the right hon. Gentleman has 
said, of great trial. There was little in 
it of the ordinary pomp and cireumstance 
of warfare. There was little of the 
glorious fever of the stricken field. 
There was endurance of great hardships ; 
there was a wearisome life but always 
necessitating vigilance; there was a 
continual chance of encounter with a 
daring but a singularly artful and 
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elusive enemy. There was, therefore, | 
everything to disappoint and to harass | 
and depress the soldier. Yet, Sir, the | 
spirit of all these men never failed. 
Their discipline never relaxed ; and they | 
never lost that characteristic of cheerful | 
good nature which we are always in the | 
habit of associating with them. The} 
country feels now that it did well to be| 
confident in its Army at the commence- | 
ment of the war. Even in the darkest 
days, when we were feeling our way and | 
only discovering the gigantic nature of 
the task before us, the country never 
doubted that our soldiers were equal to 
the task, Now that it is over, although 
we have not the character in this coun- | 
try of being effusive, still there wells up | 
from the heart of the nation a profound | 


feeling of gratitude for their conduct | 
which properly finds expression in the 
Resolution now proposed by the right 
hon. Gentleman. It is a comprehensive 
Resolution which embraces the regular, 
the auxiliary, and the irregular forces of 
the Army, the colonial and the home 
troops alike. It deals with the Navy, to 
which we owe not only the gallant 
services of the brigade on shore, but also 
the services of every manof His Majesty's 
Fleet in every part of the world; because 
we are well aware that if it had not been 
for the efficiency and activity of the Navy 
our difficulties would have been multi- 
plied several fold. The right hon. 
Gentleman’s Resolution alsotakes account 
most naturally of the losses which our 
troops have suffered—of their gallant | 
death, and of the sorrows of their | 
relatives. To all alike our cordial thanks | 
are due, and to all equally they will be 
treely given. Ss 


(5.6.) Mr. JOHN REDMOND: 
There is one portion of this Resolution 
with which I suppose every man in the | 
House, without exception, will be in com- 
plete sympathy, and that is the concluding | 
paragraph, which expresses the sympathy | 
of this House to the relatives of those | 
who died gallantly on the field of battle ; 
and I deeply regret that the right hon. 
Gentleman has tagged that portion on to | 
the remainder of the Resolution. I do | 
not know whether in matters of this | 
kind the House thinks it worth while 
to have absolute unanimity, but it it 





were permitted to my friends and my- | 
self, we would be only too glad to take | 
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part in a unanimous expression of 
spmpathy with the relatives of those men 
who have fallen. I therefore regret very 
much that the right hon. Gentleman has 
included that in one Resolution with the 
other paragraphs, and I would ask you, 
Sir, whether it would be possible to put 
to the House the first portion of the 
Resolution dealing with the thanks to the 
living and the second portion which 
expresses sympathy with the relatives of 
the dead, separately. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: I have already put 
the question to the House. I could not 
now separate one part of it from the 
rest without general consent. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I was only 


/anxious to make it plain that in the 
| course which [ and my friends propose to 


take we cannot be held to be out of 
sympathy with the sentiment expressed 
in the concluding portion of the Resolu- 
tion. With the first portion of this 
Resolution we must, as the House will see 
in a moment, be out of sympathy. It is 
not necessary for us, nor is it our desire, 
to make any attack on the Army or upon 
the soldiers who carried out this campaign 
in South Africa, but they are being 
thanked in this Resolution for carrying 
out a work, as it was their duty to carry 
it.out, which we have regarded from the 
first with absolute abhorrence, a work 
against which we have protested at 
every stage, and for the furtherance of 
which we have refused to vote a single 
shilling. We cannot with any show of 
consistency now, vote for a Resolution 
of thanks to those who were engaged 
in carrying on that work to what is 
regarded at the moment at any rate 
as a successful conclusion. That is the 
reason why we find it impossible to 
record our votes in favour of this 
esolution, and why we must go into 
the lobby in opposition to it. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I am deeply sorry that the right 
hon. Gentleman has not divided this 
tesolution, because I feel very reluctant 
to go into the lobby against it, and 
in that way seem even inferentially to 
withhold sympathy from the relatives 


of those who have fallen during this 


war. I regret deeply the bloodshed 
and the loss of friends, and I am one 
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of those who mourn the loss of friends. 
I would ask the House to allow me to 
speak of one matter which I think for 
the henour and dignity of this House 
shou'd not pass unnoticed. I intend 
to press for an inquiry into certain 
matters in connection with this war, 
and I know that I shall be justified in 
that, but at present | must take excep- 
tion strongly to one observation of the 


First Lord of the Treasury. Do not 
imagine for one moment that I an 


bringing any general charge against 
the Army—I come myself of a military 
stock—-but the First Lord was not 
informed in reference to public events 
when he said that on no oceasion had 
one charge of outrage been brought 
against a British soldier. I am amazed 
that the Secretary of State for War did 


not get up and correct him when he 


made that statement. The marvel is 
that with so large a force so little 
crime and outrage was alleged, but 
in the interests of truth we = are 


bound to acknowledge that within the 
last twelve months two officers who were 
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| proper to say that no charge of that 


kind was brought against any one. It is 
not right that this wholesale system of 
whitewashing should pass unnoticed. 
I do press on the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury that it is not right on his part, as 
the head and leader of this House, to 
make a statement which is contrary to 
what must be apparent to everyone who 
has read the newspapers. There is one 
other point which I wish to raise. So 
far as I am aware, the Resolution before 
the House is contrary to precedent in 
every other similar case. In every other 
vote of the same nature, special mention 
was made of every General of Division 
who had taken part in the war. Why 
are not the Generals of Division in South 
Africa mentioned in this vote? Why 
are the names of General Buller, General 
Gatacre, General White, General Colville, 
and General Warren mentioned ¢ Is there 
not a great deal of theatrical pretence 


about all these proceedings 4 


(5.18.) Question put. 





tried by court-martial were shot for 
wilful murder. Therefore it is not 42. 
AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Agy-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen, William (Gateshead) 
Allan.CharlesP.(Gloue. Stroud 
Ailhusen. August’sHenry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson. Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson. Rt. Hon. Jolin 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot. Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manelrr 
Balfour. Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfonr, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barluew, John Emmott 

Barry. Sir Francis T. (Windsor 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst. Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Berestord, LordC harles William 
Bownageree, Sir M. M. 


DBienola, Arthur 


Bill, Charles 


Mi. Swiitt MacNeill. 


Black. Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Bowles, T. Gibson, King’s Lynn 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
srassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Jolin George 
‘aldwell, James 

‘ameron, Robert 

‘ambell Rt. Hin. J.A. (Glascow 
‘ainphell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
‘arlile, William Walter 
‘arson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
‘autley, Henry Strother 
‘avendish, R. BF. (N. Lanes. 
‘avendish. V. C.W.(D’rbysh’re 
‘awley, Frederick 

‘ecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor 
‘ecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
‘hamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. ( Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore’r 
Chamberlayne, T.(S’thampton 
Channing, Francis Allston 


P- w-. 7+. +.yeeY.Y. 


The House divided:—A ves, 382: ‘Noes. 
(Division List No. 203.) 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Capt. Percy A. 
Cochrane. Hon. ‘Thos. H. A. E 
Coddington, Sir William 
‘oehill, Douglas Harry 
‘ohen, Benjamin Louis 
‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘olomb,SirJolin Charles Ready 
‘olston, Chas. Kkdw. H. Athole 
‘orbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
‘orhett, T. L. (Down, North) 
‘ranborne, Viscountj 

ripps. Charles A)jfred 
‘rombie, John William 

ross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
‘ubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Alfred Carmarthen 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dewar, John A, (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dighy, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 


Eee me 
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Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dann, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, SirFrancisH. Maidstone 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fergusson. Rt. Hn. Sird.(M ner 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald.Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fleteher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry ‘Villiam 
Foster, PhillipS(W’rwick.S. W. 
Fowler, fe . Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, F. 

Furness, sir Christopher 
Galloway, William!Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(CitvofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans 
Gladstone. Rt. Hn. HerlyrtJ ohn 
Godson, SirAugust’s Frederick 
(rordon,Hn.,.J. E.(Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, Mj Evans(‘T wr H’ml'ts 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormshby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn. 8S. F. Ormsbv- (Line. 
Go-schen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Grant, Corrie 

Greene. SirE. W.(B’ryS. Edin’ds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hain, Edward 


| Halsey, Rt. Hn. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG( Middx 


Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashfrd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. (Leicester 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 


_ Harwood, George 


Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath, James (Statfords. N. W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 


VOL, CVIII. [FourTH SERIEs. | 


Johnston, 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


{5 JUNE 1902} 


Holland, William Henry 
Hope.J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houidsworth.SirWill’m Henry 
Hoalt, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd..Tottenham 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 


Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jacoby, 
Jebb, Sir Riehard Claverhouse 


James Alfred 


Arthur Frederick 
William (Belfast) 


Jetfreys, 


Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 


Jones, Wi!liam(Carnarvonshire 


Kearley, Hudson, E. 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-SlaneylCol. W (Salop) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Tees 

Lesbert, George 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie. Lieut.-General 
Lawrence, Josey lh (Monmouth 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt. Francis 
Lecky,Rt.Hn. William Edw. H. 
Lee. Arthm H. Hants( Fareham 
Leese SirJosephF. ( Accrington 
Legee. Col. Hon Heneage. 
Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Dav 7 
Lockwood, Lt-Col. R. 
Long, Col. ¢ ‘hacleaW. (Evesh’m 
Lonz, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, ©. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
yoy Rt. Hn. James (Kent) 
L oyd Are hie Kirkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsm’uth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Macelver, Dar id (Liv erpool) 
M: Arthur, Charle % (Liverpool) 
Mi Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim E. 
M‘Killop, Jame <(Stelingshive) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, Ian 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, William 

Maxwell, Rt HnSirH E( Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W..J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. John William 
Middlemore,Jolin Throgmert’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. SirFrederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitehell, William 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt Jasper(Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ. 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(M’nm’thsh. 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
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Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mowbray, ‘sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, KtHn- \.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Marray Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Newnes, Sir George 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
(Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, George Wm. (Reading 
Palmer, Walter, alisbury 
Parker, Gilbert 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Herbert Pike(D’rlingt’n 
Pease, J. A. Satfron Walden 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

Perks, Robert William 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Purvis, Robert 

Pym, G. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rateliff, R. F. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Rea, Russell 

Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 

Reid. Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M.W. (Stalyb'dge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel, Sheffield 
Robertsoo, Edmund (Dundee 
Robson, William, Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, 'T. W. 

~aeome l es 

Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. veal Alexander 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse 
Samuel, 8.M. (Whitechapel 
Sassoon, Sir Eaiward Albert 


Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Edw. J 
Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shaw,Thomas (Hawick B.) 


| Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew 


Morley, Rt. Hn.John(Montrose | 


3 N 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
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Smith, Hon. W.F. D. (Strand) , Thornton, Perey M. Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 0 
Soares, Ernest J. | Tomkinsen, James Wills, Sir Frederick i 
Spear, John Ward | Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray | Wilson,A.Stanley (York, E.R.) { 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) | Toulmin, George Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W, 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk | Trevelyan, Charles Philips Wilson, Fred W.(Nortolk, Mid. 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset | Tritton, Charles Ernest Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) t 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward Wilson, John (Falkirk) f 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Vaggart | Valentia, Viscount Wilson John (Glasgow) 4 
Stock, James Henry Vineent, Col. Sir CEH (Shettield | Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh.N, ‘ 
Stone, Sir Benjamin Wallace, Robert Wilsen-Todd, Win. H. (Yorks. ) ( 
Strachey, Sir Edward Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan | Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath I 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley Wason, John Catheart(Orkney | Woodhouse,SirJ T( Huddersf¢ S 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) Welby,Lt-ColA.C.E.(Taunton | Worsley-'Tay lor, Henry Wilson 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(OxfrdUn. | Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts | Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- ' 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke White, Luke (York, E. R.) Ww yndhiam, Kt. Hon. George I 
Tennant, Harold John Whiteley, George (York,W.R. | Y erburgh, Robert Armstrong ' ] 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E. | Whiteley, H( Ashton und,-Lyne 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr | Whitiey, J. H. (Halifax) 
Thomas J A(Glamorgan,Gower | Whitmore, Charles Algernon TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) Whittaker, Thomas Palmer Sir William Walrond and 
Thorburn, Sir Walter Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) Mr. Anstruther. 

( 

NOES. 

Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) | Leamy, Edmund O’Connor, T. P. (Liv 4x 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) | Lundon, W. O’ Donnell, T. (Nerry, W. fi 
Blake, Edward MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 0’ Kelly,James(Roscomm’n,N. a 
Boland, John MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | O'Malley, William , 
Burke, E. Haviland- | MaeVeagh, Jeremiah O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | M*Govern, T. Power, Patrick Joseph 
Crean, Eugene M‘Hugh, Patrick A. Reddy, M. 
Delany, William | M‘Kean, John Redmond, Jolin E. (Waterford 
Dillon, John | M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) Redmond, William (Clare) 
Ftrench, Peter | Mooney, John J. Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Flynn, James Christopher | Nannetti, Joseph P. Sullivan, Donal 
Gilhooly, James | Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South 
Hammond, John O’Brien, Jacnes F. X. (Cork) p 
Hayden, John Patrick O'Brien, Kendal (Tipp r’ry, x TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Joyee, Michael O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N Sir Thomas Exmonde and 
Law,HughAlex.(Donegal, W.) | O’Connor,James (Wicklow, \\ Mr. Patrick O’Brien. 

} 

Resolved, That the thanks of this House | services which they were cailed upon to | h 
be given to the Officers and Warrant perform during the prolonged campaign h 
Officers of the Navy, the Army, the Royal in South Africa. tl 
3 / teas. BF pis , 

Marines, the Militia, the Imperial Chat this House doth acknowledge and h 
Yeomanry, and the Volunteers for the highly approve the gallantry, discipline, re 


enercy and gallantry with which they ,yq good conduct displayed by His p 


executed the services which they were Majesty's Colonial and Indian Forces, and : tl 
called upon to perform during the goth aiso acknowledge the cordial good | ™ 
prolonged’ campaign in South Africa. feeling which animated all His Majesty's 7 

That this House doth acknowledge and propees. ‘ th 
highly approve the gallantry, discipline, =. | ee ” C 
and good conduct displayed by the Petty That the thanks ot this House be given ti 
Officers, Non-commissioned Officers and , © the Officers, Warrant Officers, Non- S 


Men of the Navy, the Army, the Royal commissioned Officers, and men of the / Je 
Marines, the Militia, the Imperial several Corps of Militia which have been | 5, 
embodied in Great Britain and Ireland 


Yeomanry, and the Volunteers through- Juri i m 
out the war. — wet course of the wal ~~ ul 
ae sisi : 20% and meritorious services which . 
Chat the thanks of this House be given er eee Sas Sa W 

. ; . "a they have rendered at home and abroad. | 

to the Officers, Warrant Officers, Non-| ‘|: Z z ‘ 
commissioned Officers. and men of His _hat this House doth acknowledge with | A 
Majesty’s Colonial and Indian Forces, for admiration the distinguished valour. } oj 


their co-operation with His Majesty's , devotion. and conduct of those Officers | w 
Imperial Forces, and for the energy and | and men who have perished during the tl 
gallantry with which they executed the ‘campaign in South Africa in the service la 
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of the Empire, and desires to express | 
deep sympathy with their relatives and 
friends. 

Ordered, That Mr. Speaker do signify 
the said Resolution to the Commissioners 
for executing the office of Lord High 


Admiral, and to the Field Marshal 
Commanding in Chief His Majesty's 


Forces, and to His Majesty’s Secretary of 
State for the Colonial Department. to 
communicate the same to the Officers and 
men reterred to therein.—(J/r. 4. J. 
Balfour.) 


FRESHWATER FISH (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

(5.50.) As amended (by the Standing 
Committee), considered. 


Amendment made— 

**In page 2, line 11, by leaving out from the 
first word ‘the, to the word ‘of,’ in line 12, 
and inserting the word * Act’ instead thereof.”-— 
(The Lord Advocate.) 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 2, line 14, to leave out the words 
‘by net or.” °—(The Lord Advocate.) 


(Juestion proposed, “*That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


Bill.” 
Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 


Burghs) said he was sorry the right 
hon. Gentleman the Lord Advocate 
had gone back from the decision of 
the Grand Committee, and that he 
had not made any explanation with 
regard to the Amendment he now 
proposed. The situation with regard to 
the Bill was that this was a Bill for the 
further protection of freshwater fish, and 
extending the close time for trout. And 
the opportunity had been taken in Grand 
Committee to remove some of the excep- 
tions in favour of the landlords of 
Scotland. In 1845 and 1861, certain 
legislation was introduced to prevent 
poaching practices, but an exception was 
made in favour of the landlords. who 
under those Acts were enabled to do that 
which if done by anyone else would have 
been held to be poaching. The Lord 
Advocate had gone back on the decision 
of the Grand Committee, which said it 
was poaching to net trout, by introducing 
this Amendment “except where the 
landlords net trout.” He did not approve 
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(Scotland) Bill. 1602 
of that exception. He quite appreciated 
the case of landlords who netted trout 
for the purpose of restocking their waters, 
or for the purpose of breeding, or for 
scientific purposes, and he would suggest 
that this proviso should be inserted— 

** Provided, that it shall still be legal and per- 
missible for such proprietors and others aforesaid 
to tish for trout by net in such waters, broads, or 
lochs, for scientitic purposes, or for breeding, or 
restocking purposes, ” 


No landlord would object to his being 
prevented from netting trout for com- 
mercial purposes, if they looked at these 
streams and lochs for sporting purposes. 
He could understand a landlord being 
permitted to do ashe pleased if the 
whole loch belonged to him, but 
it would be an intolerable thing, after 
they had protected the lochs and 
waters of Scotland, to allow the land- 
lord of a certain portion of the shores 
of the loch to net for commercial pur- 
He did not think any self- 
respecting landlord, or any lover of sport, 
would do it. He objected to the two 
words “by netting” being deleted. but 
suggested that the proviso he had 
sketched out should be inserted. It was 
difficult to explain what a sense of wrong 
would be felt inthe highla: ds of Scotland 
if this was allowed to go on, and the land- 
lords were permitted to take the sporting 
rights of others. 


pt ses, 


THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire) said that 
if the decision of the Grand Committee 
had been one which he could assume was 
in thorough accord with the views of the 
majority he should not have gone back 
upon it, but it was a decision carried only 
by a majority of one, owing to the pro- 
ceedings being protracted to about three 
oclock. Theretore, he did not think he 
was wrong in taking the view of the 
House upon the matter. The hon. Mem- 
ber had put his case a little forcibly, but 
there was something also to be said on 
the other side. He congratulated the 
hon. Member who, he was glad to see, 
had all the zeal of a convert, because when 
this Bill was in the hands of a private 
Member, before the Government took it 
up, the principal opposition was from the 
hon. Gentleman, who was not so anxious 
that there should be a close time for trout. 
The Bill as introduced was not to alter 
the rights of fishing at all. It simply 


i 





1603 Freshwater Fish 
said there shall be a close time for trout, 
and further that there shall be a_pro- 
hibition against the destruction of fish 
by dynamite. Then the hon. Member 
in his new-born zeal looked into the 
Statute Book and discovered the Acts of 
1845 and 1860, which were passed to 
stop poaching, and had been surprised 
to find they were not directed against 
the landlords. They were not directed 
against the landlords, for the simple 
reason that in his own water a man can- 
not poach. Those Acts were directed 
against people who had no right to take 
trout at all. In Scotland there were no 
rights in the public for trout fishing, any 
more than there were in salmon fishing. 
The trout fishing in Scotland was an 
incident of the land over which the 
water flowed, and the owner of the land 
had the right to take the trout therein. 
The law went so far as to say that, although 
one might take a stand over the water 
on a public bridge, one could not throw a 
fly, a worm, or a hook into the water, 
because it did not flow over public land. 
So far as this Bill was concerned—so far 
as he knew —there never was any abuse by 
the landlord ; but his hon. friend opposite 
said in Grand Committee, “Let us take 
away this exception in favour of the land- 
lords,” and he (Mr.Graham Murray) had so 
far supported him as to sav that he was sure 
landlords would not wish to fish by illegal 
methods such as cross lines and “ otter” 
fishing, and, theretore, he was perfectly 
willing to allow the Amendment, but he 
must reserve to the landlord the right to 
take trout by netting. And why not? 
Why should not a farmer take trout 
from his own water by net for his 
dinner? So far as his inquiries had 
gone, there had been no abuse of taking 
trout by net with one exception. He 
believed that in some of the northern lochs 
in Orkney and Shetland there had been 
more netting than was desirable, at the 
instance of the small proprietors. The 
honest truth was that he did not think 
any abuse had ever been alleged against 
landlords, and even if there had been, he 
did not see how they could help it; 
because after all the landlords only took 
their own fish, although in law no one 


had any right in fish until he had) 
House | 


caught it. He thought the 
would do wisely in not accepting the 


burning zeal of the hon. Gentleman | 


opposite, but to go back to the soberer 
Mr. A, Graham Murray. 
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methods of fishing which had come 
down without a break from the time of 
the Apostles. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) said that the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman had 
given a pretty broad explanation with 
regard to the law of fishing in Scotland, 
but he could not agree with him that 
there was no right in the public to fish 
the waters and lochs. If the law had 
been altered, it had been altered by Judge- 
made law, which, by common consent, 
was bad law. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had delivered a panegyric on land. 
lords, and seemed to think that they 
could do no wrong. He appeared to 
think that directly a man got a piece of 
land he threw off all the foibles and 
frailties of mankind, and donned the 
wings of an angel. But before the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman sat down 
he had to admit that some landlords in 
Orkney and Shetland had abused this 
practice of netting for trout. The right 
hon. Gentleman forgot that trout was 
migratory in its habits. 


Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: Idispute 
the statement that trout is a migratory 
fish. 


Mr. BLACK: It was universally 
known that it migrated for spawning 
purposes. It was well known that it swam 
up and down the streams and lochs for 
miles when it wanted to spawn, and, that 
being so, where did the argument come 
in that a man could do what he liked in 
his ownloch? When he netted trout he 
netted his neighbour’s trout, because the 
trout had gone up the loch to spawn. 
The hon. Member for the Border Burghs 
had instanced a case of a loch which 
was owned by several propretors. 
He himself knew a loch owned by 
three, two of whom let the angling 
rights, and if the third proprietor netted 
the trout he netted the trout of the 
other proprietors. This applied to 
streams eVen more strongly than to 
lochs, because if a man netted his portion 
of a stream which was owned by scores 
of proprietors who owned the banks, he 
would eventually clear the stream, be- 
‘cause trout gravitated to those parts 
_where they found their food, and if the 
trout were removed from one part of a 
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stream others would resort to that part 
for food. He thought the owners should 
only have the right to legitimate sport. 


Sik HERBERT MAXWELL (Wigton- 


shire) Supported the Amendment. 
There was no reason why landlords 
should be restrained from netting 


trout, a practice which they had not 
He urged the House to take 


a commonsense view of the question. 


(6.0.) Str ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
<a pal the point was as to 
whether or not proprietors were to be 
at liberty to fish for trout by net. It 
was not disputed that that was a 
practice in which no decent or sports- 
manlike landlord would indulge, except 
for scientific or breeding purposes. li 
the Bill permitted such a thing to be 
done, there were certain to be some 
people who would abuse the privilege. 
The provision would, in fact, reserve to 
these people a right to do something 
they ought not to do. If all landlords 
fished for trout with a net there would 
soon be no fishing at all. But 
other landlords were sportsmen and 
observed fairplay in regard to their 
neighbours, the person guilty of 
unsportsmanlike conduct would — be 
entbled to make a profit at the expense 
of the others. There was no common 
sense in permitting that; it was not 
Seg y the rights of property in the 
least, but simply enabling unsportsman- 
like persons to do that which was 
universally condemned, and by so doing 
to injure the sportsmen. The 
question had really nothing whatever to 
do with the rights of property. The 


beca use 


one 


good 


proposal of the hon. Member for the 
Border Burghs was that, as a com- 


promise, fishing for trout by net should 
not be absolutely forbidden, but that it 
should be prohibited except for scientific, 
breeding, or restocking purposes. No 
sportsmanlike landlord could desire to 
do more than that, and he hoped the 
Lord Advocate would not object to the 
limitation. 


“Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) hoped that during the 


coming recess the Lord Advocate would 
‘to which he was entitled in respect of 


pay a visit to the Shetlands, because he 
would then realise that, although the 
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present Bill did not affect those parts 


to the extent it should do, a great 
destruction of fish went on _ there, 
and a Bill to deal with it effectually 


might be subsequently introduced. As 
to the present measure, it was to the 
interests of the landlord himself that it 
should remain in the form approved by 
the Grand Committee. There were a 
great number of ways in which the law 
laid down limits within which men 
should exercise their rights over their 
own property, so that this Bill was not 
exceptional in that respect. As to the 
reasons which had been urged for the 
excision of the words “by net or,” no 
one would object to an Amendment 
which would enable a man to net a 
carp in his own pond for dinner, or one 
to meet the case of the landlord who 
desired to destroy a mischievous pike. 
He agreed with the hon. Member for 
the Border Burghs that the Amendment 
would create a wide-spread feeling of 
distrust, and give the impression that 
the House was abusing its position, and 
endeavouring to create privileges for the 
landlord class which had not existed 
hitherto. He trusted the Lord Advocate 
would not press his .Lmendment. 


Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire) under- 
stood that the existing state of matters 
had obtained for a very long period in 
Scotland. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW? pointed out 
that, under the Bill, there was a new 
and special provision for trout having 
a close time. In view of that, the 
whole of Scotland would practically be- 


come a preserve ; therefore the occasion 


was most opportune for this Amend- 
ment. 
Mr. RENSHAW said the clause in- 


serted by the hon. Member dealt with a 
different question altoge ther, and a ques- 
tion which the Bill, as originally intro- 
duced, did not touch at all. No evidence 


had been adduced to show that the 
practice in question existed to any 
extent, and the House were asked to 


deal with it on the mere hypothesis that 
a certain state of matters might exist. 
It was a strong order to ask the House, 
on such grounds, to take away a privilege 
which the landlord enjoyed, and a right 
own All the lochs and 


his property. 








1607 Freshwater Fish 
ponds in which trout existed were not 
subject to joint proprietorships; there 
were a vast number, some of which were 
stocked naturally and others artificially, 
in which a single proprietor had the sole 
right of fishing. Was the House pre- 
pared to say that in such a case the 
proprietor was not to have the right 
under any circumstances to net fish in 
his loch ? 


Sir ROBERT REID: It isa shabby 
practice. 


Mr. RENSHAW said that that might 
be so, but trout had a certain commercial 
value, and there was growing up in many 
parts of Scotland the practice of placing 
trout in ponds solely on account of their 
commercial value. By a proprietor be- 
ing prevented, under any circumstances, 
netting those fish, a stop would be put 
to that which might otherwise develop 
into a valuable industry. 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said that 
if it would meet the wishes of his hon. | 
friends on both sides of the House, he 
would move the addition of the words 
“except in ponds or lochs exclusively 
belonging to such person.” 








Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.) was sure 
they had all heard with great satisfaction 
the compromise suggested by the Lord 
Advocate. On taking a broad view of | 
the situation he believed it would be 
found that even the landlord would gain 
more by treating his fishing waters in a | 
liberal way, and not using the net, than 
by any other way. There was no part of 
the world in which the people took so 
much enjoyment in the lochs as in Scot- 
land, and one of the best things they 
could do by legislation would be to enlist 
the sentiment of the people in favour of | 
a further development of free rod fishing, 
which he believed would be a great pro- | 
tection against poaching. That, how- | 
ever, was another «question. 


The | 
arrangement just proposed would, he | 
thought, be for the benefit both of the 
landlord and everybody else. 


| 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment made— 

‘**In page 2, line 14, after the word ‘net,’ by 
inserting the words ‘except in ponds or lochs 
exclusively belonging to such persons.’” — 
(The Lord Advocate.) 


Mr. Renshaw. 


{COMMONS} 
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Another Amendment made— 
“In lines 17 and 18, by leaving out the words 


‘or other freshwater fishb.’”’ — (Zhe Lord 
Advocate.) 

Mr. BLACK admitted that the 
Amendment he desired to move 


depended upon the issue raised at an 
earlier period of the debate, viz., of 
whether or not the trout was a migra- 
tory fish. For hundreds of years it had 
been recognised by a Scottish statute 
that the trout was a migratory fish in 
the period of spawning, because in 
the 17th Century an Act was passed 
regulating fishing in Loch Leven, in 
which it was stated that in the rivers 
or streams falling into Loch Leven fish- 
ing should be prohibited during a certain 
period for the purpose of preserving the 
Loch Leven trout when they went up 
for spawning. If that was the fact, 
the Amendment he was about to move 
was a necessary consequence of the 
present Hill and the Amendment 
which had already been accepted. 
He appealed to the Lord Advocate to 
accept this Amendment and allow this 
restriction to be passed. 


Amendment proposed 


‘In page 2, line 18, after the word ‘same,’ 


| to insert the words ‘and such proprietors and 


others shall further be subject to the said 
penal and other provisions if they affix in the 
bed of any river or stream, or at the entrance 
or exit thereof to or from any loch or pond, 


| any dyke, hake, ernive net, or other artificial 


engine or appliance for the purpose of ecaptur- 


| ing or impounding or otherwise impeding the 


free passage of trcut or other freshwater fish.’ ” 
—(Mr. Black.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I have 


no objection to accepting this Amendment. 


Sir HERBERT MAXWELL said 
there was a growing industry in the 
culture of other kinds of trout, notably 
those from America. There were certain 
very fine species of trout which could be 
reared in this country which came from 
America, and many preferred them to the 


| native species, but they had one disagree- 


able quality of getting away, and the 
only way to keep them was to put them 
in enclosed ponds. If the Lord Advocate 


accepted this Amendment he would put 
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an end to this practice. As he had said, 
he saw no reason why landlords should 
be restrained from netting trout, and 
the practice had not been abused. 


Sm MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
brightshire) said he had tried various 
kinds of American trout, and without 
exception the majority of them had dis- 


appeared. They went down to the deeper | 


water, which was the natural instinct of 
every fish. He did not think anything 
would be gained by the insertion of this 
proposal. He hoped the hon. Member 
would not press this Amendment. 


(6.30.) Mr. SETON-KARR said he 
knew something of the habits of fish, 
and he could state that great harm 
would be dene if proprietors were pre- 
vented when the fish were spawning from 
allowing them to breed. The proposal 
should only apply to waters running into 
a loch, but it was so framed as to prevent 
a proprietor from placing a grating where 
the trout went out. There was no harm 
in trout being allowed to go up a small 
stream, but the case was different if they 
were allowed to come down. Once they 
went down, they went right to the sea. 
He hoped the Amendment would not be 
accepted, 


Mr. RENSHAW said it seemed to 
him, if this Amendment was to be ac- 
cepted, it ought not to be in connection 
with the clause now under consideration, 
but an earlier clause which dealt with 
the close time for trout. For his part 
he should be sorry to see introduced into 
the Bill any words of the sort proposed 
by the hon. Member for Banffshire. 
On his own property there was a pond 
which had two streams running into it ~ 
one alongside a footpath and the other 
through a wood. ‘The stream alongside 
the footpath was the one the trout always 
tried to get up to spawn, but they never 
had an opportunity of spawning there. 
If they went up the other stream they 
were perfectly safe, because they were 
not disturbed by any person. He thought, 
therefore, in the interest of the trout 
itself, in the neighbourhood ot large 
towns, it would be most unfortunate if 
the House were to agree to the Amend- 
ment, 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW said he thought 
his hon. friend’s Amendment was covered 
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by the earlier part of the Bill. In the 
circumstances, he suggested that the 
Amendment should not be pressed to a 
division, which would probably be very 
adverse to him., 


* Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross) said he represented probably 
the best trout fishing in the world. He 
concurred with what had been said as to 
the commercial value of trout fishing; but 
it was rod fishing, and not net fishing, 
which gave it its value. He hoped his 
hon. friend would withdraw the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. BLACK said he was convinced 
from what had passed that it was the 
general feeling of the House that he 
should withdraw the Amendment, and he 
therefore asked leave to do so. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment made 

“In page 2, line 19, by leaving out the words 
‘these Acts,’ and inserting the words ‘ the said 
Act’ instead thereof.”—(The Lord Advocate.) 

Another Amendment made— 

“Tn page 2, line 21, by inserting, after the 
word ‘repealed, the words ‘ Provided that it 
shall still be legal and permissible for such 
proprietors and others to fish for trout by net 
in sueh rivers, waters, or lochs where such 
fishing is prosecuted for scientific breeding or 
re-stocking purposes.” ”—(.VWr. Thomas Shaw.) 

Bill read the third time, and passed. 

POLICE RESERVISTS BILL. 
[SECOND READING. | 


Order for Second Reading read. 


(6.40.) Tur UNDER SECRETARY 
or STATE vor tHE HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. Jesse Couiuincs, Birming- 
ham, Bordesley), in moving the Second 
Reading of this Bill, said: With respect 
to the Reservists in the police force, 
as the law at present stands, the 
police authorities have no powcr to let the 
time which the Reservists have spent with 
the colours count for pension purposes. 
If they serve for two years with the 
colours that period is taken off their time 
for superannuation pay. In all private 
firms and private undertakings employers 
can give and have given to employees 
who go on military service certain advan- 
tages one way or another, but the local 
authorities have no power to do so. This 
Bill, therefore, is simply to empower local 
authorities to allow the period for which 
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the police Reservists have served under 
the colours to count for superannuation. 
It is a discretionary power which they 
have not at present, and no doubt 
the local authorities will be glad, 
especially at the present time, to 
show their willingness to mark their 
approbation of the conduct of the 
Reservists. [I do not think the Bill 
needs any argument in support of it, 
because it will commend itself to the 
good feeling of the House that such 
a power should be put into the hands of 
the local authorities. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. CALDWELL said he quite ap- 
proved of the Bill, so far as it went, 
but it did not go far enough. Reservists 
other than those in the police force should 
he included, and there should not be a 
limitation to the proclamation of 1899. 
He desired an explanation why a refer- 
ence to the Royal Irish Constabulary was 
omitted. He thought it should be borne 
in mind that the Reservists were never 
called out except in cases of national 
emergency. He did not see why there 
should be the limitation proposed in the 
Bill, for the Reservists would be equally 
serving their country if they were called 
out by Royal proclamation at any future 
time. It made no difference to the men 
to say that this or that war was a small 
war, and they could not pass Acts of 
Parliament for every little expedition. 
Would it not be better to make it a 
matter of law that if a man was looking 
towards a pension under a local authority, 
and if he was called out by proclamation, 
his services under the colours should be 
counted for pension? What was the use 
of giving a discretion to the police 
authorities? If a man was’ working 
towards his pension he had a legal right 
to that pension, and if he were called out 
under proclamation to go out to a war, 
why should not his service count for 
pension without the will of the police 
authorities ? Otherwise the local authority 
might reap a benefit, for if a policeman 
who was a Reservist went abroad and was 
killed, or died of disease, the Police Pension 
Fund would be relieved. Another point 
was whether a policeman who was a 
Reservist, was called out, under proclama- 
tion, to go to a war and was maimed or 

Mr. Jesse Collings. 
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injured, would be allowed his pension 
under the Police Act, as if he had been 
maimed or injured while serving as a 
policeman. Again, the Bill limited the 
benefits to members of the police force, 
who were called out in the event of war, 
as Reservists. Why maket his limitation 
to policemen? There might be men in 
the employment of a local authority who 
were working towards a pension—clerks, 
or surveyors, or roadmen—and who were 
Reservists, and if they were called out, 
why should they be put on a different 
footing from policemen? The Bill ought 
to be widened to meet such cases, and to 
include all wars, as well as this particulai 
war. He would not oppose the Second 
Reading, but he contended that its scope 
should be widened, and that it should 
not be made optional. 


Sir JOHN DORINGTON (Glouces 
tershire, Tewkesbury) said he thought His 
Majesty's Government was a little generous 
at the expense of the local authorities. 
When Reservists were called out by special 
Proclamation, they no longer paid towaris 
the Police Pension Fund, and. of course, 
did not render any service to the loca! 
authorities. He thought the Government 
ought to make some provision in the Bill 
for a contribution trom the ‘Treasury for 
recouping to local authorities their loss 
from the cessation of the Resery ists’ con- 
tribution to the Police Pension Fund 
during their absence. 


*“THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Rivcnik, Crovdon) said that the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Tewkesbury 
seemed to think that a moral obligation 
lay on the Government to make up tie 
loss on local finance in regard to pensions 
made by the Bill, But he would point 
out that the Government already made 
an annual payment to the Reservists, as 
a consideration tor the right to eall upon 
them in case of emergency, and he did 
not think any further payment was called 
for. It was true that the men whe 
joined the police force knew that they 
were liable to be called upon when any 
emergency arose, and that they had no 
claim on the local authority when called 
out. It had been represented to the 
Government, by more than one loeal 
authority, that they would be very glad 
to have the opportunity to allow Reservists 
who were called out, to count their time 
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under the colours for the Police Pension | 


Fund. In all quarters of the country it 
was felt that the local authorities should 
have the power to do so. It was for the 
local authorities to say whether they 
desired to take advantage of the powers 
given them by this enabling Bill. He 
did not think local ratepayers would be 
inclined to grudge the very small sum 
likely to be demanded by the operation 
of the Bill. The hon. Member for Mid 
Lanark wanted to give an extension of 
the purposes of the Bill, and to make it 
compulsory ; but the result of that would 
he that the local authorities would not in 
future employ any Reservists at all. The 
hou. Gentlemen had said why limit the 
powers to the present war ? but in draft- 
ing the Bill the Government had followed 
preeedent. He did not think it desirable 
to widen the area of the Bill, or to make 
it appear more formidable than it now 
was. 


{Juestion put and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for Monday next. 


PRISON OFFICERS (PENSIONS) BILL. 


[Second READING. | 


Order for Second Reading read. 


COLLINGS | said 
prison warders who 
before the prisons 
from the local 
authorities by the Home Office under 
the Act of 1877. There was a clause in 
that measure which provided that prison 
warders under the old authorities should 
not, When transferred to the Prison Board 
under the Government, be in a worse posi- 
tion as regarded superannuation than 
they were under the local authorities 
whom they served before the year 1877. 
The position was that the local authorities 
had power to give superannuation up to 
the extent of two-thirds of the salary. 
That was not always exercised by 
the local authorities, but they had 
the option. When the control of the 
prisons was taken over by the Govy- 
ernment these warders were subject to 
the ordinary Civil Service scale. There 
Was a provision in the 36th clause of the 
Act of 1877 which provided that the 
amount of pension might be raised, 
but not to exceed two-thirds, as regarded 


*(7.0.) Mr. JESSE 
this Bill affected 
were in the service 


were taken over 
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the service before 1877. There was 
some difficulty or difference with regard 
to the interpretation of that clause, but 
the Treasury interpretation was that the 
pension should be apportioned between the 
local authority and the Treasury. That 
was the interpretation placed upon it at 
that time, and it was adopted and _ ac- 
quiesced in by the Home Office. The 
practice had worked extremely well for 
the last twenty-three years, and when a 
warder left the service the local authority, 
which was the old prison authority, re- 
commended to the Treasury that he 
should have two-thirds of his salary 
as pension, and that they would under- 
the difference between 
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take to pay 
the Civil Service allowance © scale 
and the two-thirds pension. That 


practice had worked well, and the 
local authorities had worked upon that 
principle. That was the interpretation 
placed upon the law, and the Treasury 
had always responded to the wishes of the 
local authorities by granting the two- 
thirds pension under those conditions in 
all cases where the local authorities re- 
commended it. About three years ago, 
in the ease of a warder in Carmarthen- 
shire, the auditors of the Local Gov- 
ernment Board disallowed that part 
of the pension which was supplied by 
the local authority, and consequently 
the case was brought before the House 
by the hon. Member for West Car- 
marthenshire, and undoubtedly it was 
acase of great hardship. This decision 
applied not only to this case, but to all 
the warders who were similarly situated, 
and who were on the pension list under 
the condition of two-thirds of their salary, 
the main part of which was supplied by 
the Treasury under the Civil Service 
scale and the remainder by the locai 
authority. This referred to compara- 
tively few, and the number was evidently 
diminishing continually, because it only 
applied to those warders who were 
in the prison service before 1877. This 
decision of the Local Government Board 
to surcharge this money led the local 
authorities to see that what they had 
supposed to be legal, and the practice 
which they had thought legal since 1877, 
was now in doubt. The difticulty had 
been got over by the Local Government 
Board agreeing that, pending the intro- 


this limited number of warders in! duction of a Bill such as this, they would 
' 





1615 Prison Officers 


not enforce the surcharges, as otherwise 
it would entail a great hardship to these 


men and women, many of whom were | 


now advanced in years, and who by the 
action of the Local Government Board 
would have their very moderate pension 
greatly reduced. The pension in this case 
was about £51, and the surcharge, which 
had hitherto been contributed by the 
local authority, was about £10. There- 
fore, it would be seen that without this 
Bill this small superannuation allowance 
would have been reduced to such an 
extent as to constitute a great hardship. 
Therefore, this Bill was simply to make 
the law quite clear upon this point. It 
could hardly be said to be fresh legislation, 
for it was only a proposal to make plain 
the meaning of Clause 36 of the Act of 
1877, about which doubts had arisen, 
and this Bill would simply allow the 
local authorities to do legally what they 
had been doing up to the present time. 
He hoped the House would pass this 
measure. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.”’ 
(7.10.) Mr. DILLON said he had 


vainly endeavoured to follow what the 
right hon. Gentleman had said in regard 
to the object of this Bill. It seemed to 
him that after the local authorities had 
successfully broken the law for a great 
many years, the Local Government 
Board had just found out that the law 
was being broken, and they had dis- 
allowed those pensions which the Treasury 
had fixed illegally. Upon being remon- 
strated with, the Local Government 
Board had entered into an agreement 
with the Treasury to still allow the law 
to be broken. After going to sleep for 
three or four years, the right hon. 
Gentleman came forward with a Bill of 
indemnity to enable these pensions to 
be charged upon the local authorities, 
in spite of the fact that the law as it 
stood did not permit this to be done. 
In moving the adoption of a Bill of 
this kind. he thought the right 
hon. Gentleman ought to have given 
a little more information. ‘They ought to 
have been told whether the local author- 
ities approved of this Bill. 
Mr. Jesse Collings. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: Yes, they 
do. 


Mr. DILLON thought some vague idea 
of the amount of liability involved ought 
to have been stated to the House, and 
he wished to have some explanation why 
in 1902 it was necessary to pass a Bill 
in order to legalise a system which had 
been going on ever since the Act of 
1877 was passed. Why should it be 
necessary, after twenty-five years, to 
legalise this practice? Those were points 
upon which information was due to the 
House, and they were entitled to have 
some rough idea of the amount of the 
charge which it was proposed to cast 
upon local authorities. He also wshed 
to know whether the Act would apply 
to Ireland. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: It does not 
apply to Ireland. 


Mr. CALDWELL thought the House 
would do well to discard altogether the 
speech made by the right hon. Gentleman 
in introducing the Bill, if they wished to 
understand it. Before 1877 the prisons 
were managed by the local authorities, 
and at that time there was a proviso in 


the Prisons Act that pensions might 
be given to the warders who had 


completed twenty years service and who 
were above the age of sixty years, and it 
was provided that the pensions should 
be granted at the discretion of the 
local authority up to the amount of 
two-thirds of the salary. That was the 
position of matters before 1877. In 
1877 the prisons were transferred to the 
State. Clause 36 of the Pensions Act, 
which placed these warders under the 
control of the Treasury, was word for 
word the same, with the exception that 
“the Treasury’ was substituted for 
“the local authority,’ as Section 15 
of the Act of 1865. So that when these 
men were transferred from the service 
of the local authorities to that of the 
Treasury, the scale of prices was exactly 
the same, the only difference being that 
the Treasury had to pay the pension in the 
future. Then came the further provision 
that the responsibility for the payment of 
the pension was to be divided between the 
local authority and the State, each to pay 
an amount proportionate to the amount 
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of service of the warders. 


London County 


say, the period of time which these 
men served prior to the transfer was to 
be debited to the local authority, and 
the State was to pay in respect to ser- 
vices rendered to the State after the 
transfer. The whole difficulty arose 
after the passing of the Superannua- 
tions Act. Assuming that there was a 
grievance so far as these men were 
concerned, assuming they were pre- 
judiced by the passing of this Super- 
annuations Act, and that they had a 
just claim to have their discretion fully 
exercised so far as the Treasury was 
concerned, up to two-thirds of their 
pay, the question was—-Who should pay 
the money ? 
everybody that the local authorities 
were not responsible for more than 


{5 June 1902} 


That was to| service after these men came into the 
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service of the State, they came in too 
late in life to earn the $$ or 3 pension 
upon their service. The men _ having 
served the local authorities for so many 


years, the local authorities were willing 
| to, and did, pay the difference between the 


It would be admitted by. 


their share up to the time when they | 


ceased to exist, but this Bill said that 
for services rendered to the State since 
1872 the pay was to be split into parts, 
of which the local authorities, who 
certainly for the last twenty-five years 
had had nothing to do with it, were to 
pay a portion of the deficit which the 
State would not pay for service which 
had been rendered to the State. A 
pension was, after all, nothing but 
deterred pay, and the Government were 
not prepared to pay it themselves, so 
went to the local authorities, and said, 
“We will give you the authority to pay 
it out of the local rates.” Could any- 
thing be more monstrous and unjust? 
If these men were entitled to the money, 
the people who employed them were 
bound to pay them. It was very easy 
for the Government to say, ‘‘ We will 
pass this Bill, and enable the local 
authorities to pay money they have no 
right to pay now.’ There was no reason 
whatever why this should be paid by 
the local authority. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said he would like the 
House to understand that this was not 
a matter which concerned the Govern- 
ment in any way. This was a Bill asked 
for by the local authorities. When the 
prisons were transferred to the Govern- 
ment, there were a certain number of 
warders whose services the Government 
took over on the same conditions as those 
previously fixed by the local authorities. 
Under the Treasury scheme of pension of 
one-sixtieth of the pay for every year’s 


pension paid by the State and two-thirds 
of these men’s pay up to comparatively 
recently—when the Local Government 
Board disallowed the charge. ‘This Bill 
was brought in to make legal an act 
which the loca! authorities had per- 
formed before, and which they pro- 
posed to perform again. 





Question put and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for Monday next. 


OPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
IUSINESS. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SUB- 
WAYS AND TRAMWAYS) BILL. [By 
ORDER. | 


As amended, considered. 


(9.0.) Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea) said 
the new clause which he proposed to move 
was in connection with the Subways and 
Tramways Bill of the London County 
Council. The ostensible and primary 
object of the Bill was to enable a subway 
to be made under the new street to Le 
made from Theobald’s Road to the 
Strand. Nobody could take any ex- 
ception to such a proposal as that; on 
the contrary, London Unionist Members 
were very glad to see that the County 
Council were proposing to make this 
subway. It was a good and thoughttul 
proposal to relieve surface traffic, and 
they were glad to see the experiment 
made. ‘Therefore, the Bill was allowed 
to pass its Second Reading without 
opposition. The Bill also enabled the 
subway to be prolonged as a tramway 
on to the surface of the Embankment 
by the Savoy. ‘The Tramways 
Bill hed also been pazsed, which 
sanctioned the building of a tramway on 
the Embankment between Waterloo and 
Westminster, and the junction of this 
with the tram from Theobald’s Koad ; 
and there was no doubt this was part 
of a big scheme to connect and link 
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up the trams in North London with 
those of South London by means of 
a tramway over both Westminster Bridge 
and over Blackfriars Bridge. He had 
stated these facts in order to justify 
the somewhat unusual course of asking 
the House to reverse the decision of the 
Select Committee. He would be the 
last person, underordinary circumstances, 
to ask the House to reverse their 
decision, but the Committee had had 
to deal with particular evidence given 
in the particular cases dealt with by 
these two Bills as they stood, while in 
reality the proposals of the two Bills were 
but a part ofa muchlarger scheme. He 
submitted that upon this question they 
should take a large view of the matters 
involved, and not a narrow view based 
upon evidence given with regard to 
particular proposals. The scheme as a 
whole was one to give facilities for loeomo- 
tion between Northand South London,and 
if it was possible to give those facilities 
without having a tramway running down 
the Embankment,there could be no doubt 
that that would be the most desirable 
course. If it was necessary for the con- 
venience of the public that a tramway 
should run down the Embankment, he 
did not suggest that they should in any 
way prevent it ; but ifit could be shown 
that the embankment was not wanted 
for any tramway system then it would 
be most desirable to keep it as an alter- 
nutive route for lighter and more rapid 
traflic. He contended that the under- 
ground and tube railways already 
sanctioned or about to be sanctioned 
would supply the most efficient —ar- 
terial communication between — the 
north and the south. And until a 
powertul Committee had reviewed this 
large alternative as a whole, he should ask 
the House to prevent the Embankment 
heing used by a circuitous tram-line. 
He did not want to interfere with the 
proper provision of communication be- 
tween the north and south of London. 
He was not, however, convineed that 
this scheme was the most satisfactory 
that could be adopted to secure that end. 
Ile held that they could not bring two 
lines of tramways along the Embank- 
ment without impairing its utility as an 
alternative route to the City. 
Mr. Whitmore. 


{COMMONS} 


Council Bill. 1620 


New Clause (Southern Limit of Tram- 
ways) (Mr. Whitmore), brought up, and 
read the first time. 


Question proposed, ‘ That the Clause 
be read a second time.” 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W) said it 
seemed to, him quite clear that the 
House must set aside most of the argu- 
ments of the hon. Gentleman in support 
of the new clause, and confine itself to 
the one point; whether the House was 
to re-affirm or reverse the decision of the 
Select Committee. It was all very well 
for the hon. Member to indulge in 
ingenious conundrums, and ask the 
House not to sanction the scheme unless 
it was satisfied that this was the best 
way of establishing communication 
between North and South London, but 
that was a question it was quite impos- 
sible to decide at the moment. London 
would nodoubt want tubes in the future : 
at the present time it wanted a tramway 
down the Embankment. The lines 
referred to over Blackfriars and West- 
minster Bridges were noc in the Bill at 
all. ‘The tube connecting Islington with 
South London did not in the least 
remove the necessity of this proposal 
already sanctioned by the House. The 
question the House had to consider was 
whether the best boulevard in London 
would be ruined by this tramway. 
They had considered that question for 
nine years, and eventually had come to 
the view held by the Municipality of 
London that it would not. It was 
wrong in the case of London for the 
House to make exceptions that they 
did not make in the case of other towns. 
He considered that it was a shameful 
waste of the public time that the House 
should be called upon again to discuss a 
question it had already twice decided, 
and, in his opinion, if the House did not 
cease acting in this way as a kind of 
wet nurse to the London County Council, 
great injury would result to London. 
The suggestion of the hon. Member was 
that the House should interfere in the 
work of the London County Council. The 
works of taste and high art which the 
London County Council had already been 
responsible for along the Embankment 
surely should be a perfect answer to any- 
one who thought it would not be safe to 
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trust them in this matter. The London 
County Council had purified the river, 
which was the greatest beauty of the 
Embankment; it had purified and 
beautified the river, and brought fish 
and beautiful birds up from the sea ; it 
had constructed beautiful gardens on the 
embankments; it had provided bands to 
play in those gardens ; it had supplied 
electric light, and the building 
which had been erected to manufacture 
the electric light was so beautiful and 
artistic in itself that that alone should 
be an assurance that the interests of 
the Embankment were safe in the hands 
of the County Council. He congratulated 
the hon. Member on the fact that he 
had finally broken away from his 
ingenious conundrums and come to 
the point, which was that he desired 
the House to reverse the decision of 
the Committee. He (Mr. Lough) hoped 
the House would do nothing of the 


kind. 


*(9.28.) Srr JOHN DICKSON POYN- 
DER (Wiltshire, Chippenham) said he 
hoped the House had no intention of 
revoking the decision at which it had 
arrived two months ago when these 
sills were passed through their Second 
feading. If they passed these Bills then, 
it was because the House had decided 
that in principle they agreed with those 
measures. Since then the Bills had 
undergone a very careful scrutiny and 
examination upstairs at the hands of 
a most able Committee, and there could 
be no reason for now reversing the 
decision that Committee had come to. 
The specific motion before the House 
was to lop off about thirty yards of 
the subway proposed to be constructed 
from Theobald Road in the north of 
London to the Embankment in the 
south, so that instead of coming out 
on the Embankment the subway should 
stop at Lancaster Place. If this scheme 
were merely a local matter, he would 
not support it. One of the Committees 
which had been _ investigating the 
“tube” schemes this year had taken 
expert evidence on the question of 
subways in London, and it had been 
clearly shown that in consequence of 


the complication of pipes and drains | 
under the surface of the old roads 


{5 June 1902} 
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construct such subways. In this case, 
however, the matter was _ perfectly 
simple, as the Holborn Road was an 
entirely new road, and, therefore, free 
from that difficulty. But even so it 
was a very expensive business, it being 
estimated that the tramway-subway 
scheme would cost £300,000 per mile. 
The scheme would form the sole connect- 
ing link between the Northern and 
Southern tramway systems, and it was 
because it would form such a valuable 
element in locomotion in London that 
he so strongly advocated it. There was 
a weak point in the present Bill, inasmuch 
as it contained no provision for extend- 
ing the tramway over either of the 
bridges, but he hoped that, if the 
House re-affirmed its decision of two 
months back, such a proposal would, 
at no distant date, be projected. The 
Amendment of his hon. friend would 
really render nugatory this expensive 
subway scheme, because if the thirty 
yards in question were knocked off 
it would be impossible to form a 
junction between the Embankment 
scheme and the subway, and _ both 
schemes would be ruined. No obstruc- 
tion would be caused by this 
junction, because, owing to the 
gradient of the Holborn street, the point 
at which the tram would emerge from the 
subway would be exactly on the Embank- 
ment level, nor would it emerge even in the 
middle of the road, because, under anagree- 
ment with the Duchy of Lancaster, the 
tram would emerge under a house belong- 
ing to the Duchy, so that it would merely 
form a curve on the surface of the Em- 
bankment, just as though it was coming 
out of an ordinary tramway depot. The 
objections to the proposal were those 
which were always brought forward on 
esthetic lines, or those urged by his old- 
fashioned hon. friends, who apparently 
thought that because the Bill had been 
rejected before it ought to be rejected 
now. But since the proposal was first 
made, the conditions of London had 
greatly altered, and some of the great 
social problems of the day could he 
solved only by a system of cheap and 
rapid locomotion. A large scheme was 
being carried out in South London, and 
there was a growing system in North 
London, but this hiatus existed in the 


it would be practically impossible to} middle. He asked the House to sanction 
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these schemes in order that that hiatus 
might be closed up, so that all classes 
would have the opportunity constantly 
throughout the day of moving rapidly 
between north and south or east and 
west. 


(9.43.) Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, 
Peckham) pointed out that the question 
upon which a division was tak:n two 
months ago was not the one now being 
considered, but as to whether there should 
be a tramway from Blackfriars to West 
minster Bridge. As to the question of 
obstruction of tratlic, there was nothing 
more likely to cause a block than a tram- 
ear suddenly emerging from a house and 
cutting across the stream of traffic. It 
had also to be remembered that a tram- 
car Was, so to speak, immovable ; it could 
not pull a little to the near or to the off- 
side to let other vehicles pass, and all who 
were accustomed to driving horses knew 
that nothing conduced to congestion ot 
traftic more than a tramear stuck in the 
middie of the road. If he believed that 
any advantage would accrue to the 
majority of the population ot London by 
a tramway running down the Embank- 


ment he would not object to it, but be 
cause he believed the reverse of that 
would occur he strongly opposed the 


scheme. 
said for a tramway from Dlackiriars to 
Westminster Bridge ; people might prefer 
to go overground rather than under 
ground. But the present Bil! would not 
give them that facility ; all it did was to 
make a connection hetween Waterloo 
Bridge and Westminster, and that, he 
contended, was of no use to anybody. The 
hon. Member for the Chippenham 
Division had said that he should vote for 
the scheme because it meant an extension 
over the river in the future. But what 
about the evidence given before the Com- 
mittees which had considered that ques- 
tion! In 1892 the whole of the police 
evidence was against the tramways 
running over Westminster Bridge, be- 
cause of the obstruction to traftic that 
would be caused. 


Possibly something ight be 


Mr. LOUGH: That is ancient history. 


Mr. BANBURY admitted that it was 
some years ago, but if the argument had 
weight then, its force was increas +d ten- 
fold now, when the traffic was so much 

Sir John Dickson Poynder. 


{COMMONS} 


Council Bill. 1624 


greater. The only object of the 
scheme was to give the London County 
Council an opportunity of coming to the 
House on a subsequent occasion to ask 
for powers to take the tramways over 
the Westminster Bridge, down Victoria 
Street and other places, on the ground 
that hundreds of thousands of pounds 
having been spent on the Embankment 
scheme, it was necessary to make these 
further extensions to prevent that money 
being wasted. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) said the Committee had given 
these Bills a very careful consideration, 
and, so far as they passed them, they did 
so by unanimous votes. The particular Bill 
under discussion, and the No. 7 tramway 
in the other Bill, were passed as one 
continuous line. The Embankment 
tramway would form a link with the 
whole system in the north of London, and 
it was as a through line, and not as a 
locai line, that it was passed. Little 
opposition was offered to the Subway 
Bill. The scheme fora tramway through 
a subway was a novel and interesting 
one, and it was a plan which seemed 
more likely to solve the difficult problem 
of locomotion in London than any other 
yet adopted. In Boston similar schemes 
had assisted immensely to clear the streets 
of trattic and to facilitate locomotion 
generally. They were altogether different 
from “tube” railways, and should not 
be confused therewith. The subway 
would runfrom the north under Holborn 
and the Strand, and come out on the 
level of the Embankment by Waterloo 
Bridge, and from there a tram line would 
run to Westminster. The two schemes 
would form one continuous line, and 
would have to be worked as such. There 
was no street in London along which a 
tram could run with less difficulty or 
inconvenience than the Embankment. 
On each side of the lines there would be 
room for three vehicles to pass abreast. 
The trams would be run by electricity, 
on some system other than the overhead, 
the cars would be “‘ single deck ” cars 
they would have to be quite low to get 
through the shallow subway, and they 
would run along a part of the Embank- 
ment where there were extremely few 
frontagers. The Committee had removed 
the portion of the line that would have 
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given thegreatest offenceto the frontagers, 
viz., the portion from Waterloo Bridge to 
Blackfriars, a strong argument against 
which was that it would merely be a 
competing line with the District 
Railway. There was also an appre- 
hension that that part of the line 
would be the first step towards 
a tramway over Blackfriars Bridge, but 
with the scheme as it now stood, no 
such apprehension could be felt. Much 
of the opposition to the scheme arose 
from the tear that the tramways would 
be taken over Westminster Bridge. That 
matter was not before the Committee ; 
if it had been, there might have been a 
great deal more opposition than there was 
to the present proposal. The impression 
produced on his mind by the sketch of a 
subway under the river at Waterloo 
Bridge was that there would be far 
greater difficulties in crossing the river 
there than at Westminster. But that 
was not the question before the Com- 
mittee, and he would recommend the 
House to look at the scheme as it stood. 
The scheme was one for connecting 
a central part of London—Westminster 
—with the whole of the north of London, 
and from that point of view alone it 
formed a most useful addition to the 
facilities of locomotion in London. He 
hoped the question would be decided on 
its merits, not simply because it was 
promoted by the London County Council. 
There had been too many schemes decided 
not according to their merits, but aceord- 
ing to whether or not they were promoted 
hy the London County Council. There 
could not be a tramway along the 
Embankment without the agency of 
the London County Council, because that 
body were not only the owners of the 
embankment but also the tramway autho- 
rity under the Act of 1870. The adoption 
of the Amendment might stop the subway 
altogether, and possibly that was_ its 
object. If in time the line was to be 
connected with the South London tram- 
way system, the exact means of the con- 
nection would have to be determined by 
Parliament when that time came, but 
the present scheme, he thought, was not 
open to any serious objection. The 
Embankment ought not to be treated 
simply as a quick route between West- 
minster and the City for a certain limited 
number of cabs and carriages ; it was 
intended for the general public, and there 
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was no better way of making it useful 
for the general public than that of 
providing along a portion of the roadway 
a means of locomotion useful and con- 
venient to everybody and hurtful to few. 


(10.2.) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) de- 
sired to affirm from personal knowledge the 
remarks of the last speaker as to the success 
of the subway system in Boston. The 
experience of Boston ought to be a very 
valuable guide for London, and he hoped 
the experiment now to be tried would be 
so successful as to lead to the further 
adoption of the principle in order to 
relieve our most congested thoroughfares. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER = (Kent, 
Thanet) thought the underground system 
would be a solution of many of the present 
difficulties with regard to the congestion 
of trattic, and it would be a great pity if 
the House took the retrograde step of 
discouraging the only possible solution. 
He was surprised, however, to hear that 
his hon. friend had been misled into 
asserting that the London County Council 
was the tramway authority for London, 
an assertion which carried with it the 
contention that no tramways could he 
built by anybody else, or without their 
sanction. (‘ No,”) If it did not mean 
that, what did it mean 7 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE: It meant 
that they were the owners of a large 
portion of the tramways, that they might 
become the owners of many more, and 
that they actually had Parliamentary 
authority to work those tramways. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said that did 
not alter the fact that Parliament had given 
to the Corporations of the boroughs in 
London a complete veto in regard to any 
tramways within their respective areas. 
Why was the Corporation of the City of 
Westminster in the position of having a 
coach and six driven through its power 
of veto by the London County Council ? 
It was hecause the Metropolitan Board of 
Works—a far more efficient body than 
that which succeeded it, although he ad- 
mitted it was not a perfect body—built 
the Embankment, and the persons who 
succeeded to the ownership of that magni- 
ficent thoroughfare retained the power 
conferred upon the original constructors, 
and that was the power they were now 


, exercising. Tramways were no longer 
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seriously regarded by those who really 
considered the question of City trattic. 
With the enormous advances already made 
with the motor system, tramways would 
soon he practically superseded, and yet 
Parliament was being asked to allow one 
of the finest thoroughfares in the world 
to be used for the purposes of an exploded 
system. He sincerely hoped the House 
would set its face against the proposal 
thus to destroy that spendid roadway. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
that so many excellent speeches had been 
made in support of these Biils, that all he 
desired to do was to correct one or two 
unintentional misstatements. To begin 
with the hon. Member for Peckham, the 
House knew that it was very difficult for 
the London County Council, in what- 
ever it attempted, to please that hon. 
Gentleman. If the London County 
Council introduced any instalment of 
reform, they were told by him that 
it was scrappy and fragmentary, and 
that it lacked the statesmanship of 
the Metropolitan Board of Works. 
If it brought in a complete scheme, 
the hon. Member saw in this another 
evidence of the over-bearing mind of 
the London County Council, who 
wished to get everything in their 
own hands. The result was that they 
could not please the hon. Member 
tor Peckham whatever they did. If the 
hon. Member thought that the defect of 
the Bill was that the tramway did not go 
over Westminster Bridge he could 
remove his own objection by putting 
down an Instruction to the Lords to 
allow the tramway to go over the bridge. 


Mr. BANBURY : I did not know that 
[ had any power to instruct the Lords. 


*\Irn JOHN BURNS: Well, [Ineverfound 
the hon. Member short in instructing any- 
body. The suggestion that they wished 
to go over Blacktriars Bridge was out of 
the question, as the bridge belonged to 
the Corporation. He believed, however, 
that one day the Corporation would give 
permission for the tramways to cross that 
bridge. The County Council were 
spending £6,.000,000 on a street, and the 
subway would pass under it to the Em- 
bankment. The hon. Member for Peck- 
ham was anxious that there should be no 
congestion of traflic, particularly on the 


Mr. Jumes Louther. 
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Embankment, but he knew that onereason 
why there was congestion on the Surrey 
side was that the tramways were allowed 
to stop short instead of coming over 
Westminster Bridge. The result was that 
noise, danger, and disorder occurred, 
which were necessarily disturbing both 
to the staff and the patients of St. 
Thomas’s Hospital. He pointed out 
advantages which would accrue from 
having a tramway over Westminster 
Bridge, by which a connection would be 
established between the south of London 
and Hampstead Heath. He was sure 
no one would enjoy that more than the 
hon. Member for Peckham. With 
regard to the argument that a tramway 
would spoil the Embankment, he said if 
there was one thing which the County 
Council had done, it was to improve the 
Embankment. Having stated what had 
already been done to make the Embank- 
ment more attractive, he said these 
improvements might be regarded as 
indications that the County Council 
wished to render it a pleasant resort for 
the people. They were told that the 
tramways would not be used. That was 
the business of the County Council, but 
they were convinced that they would be 
used to a most profitable extent. He 
appealed to the House to give the 
County Council this opportunity of 
linking up the north with the south of 
London by a tramway system, which 
it was desired should be creditable to 
London, on a fine but%relatively unused 
embankment, which, properly equipped 
for locomotion, would be the envy of the 
world. 
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(10.28.) Mr. BURDETT -COUTTS 
(Westminster) said his objection to this 
tramway scheme was that it was a 
fundamentally retrograde policy. If 
there was one change which had come 
over London in the course of the last 
two or three years, it was the establish- 
ment of the policy of underground 
communication between distant points. 
It was absurd to say that owing to the 
pipes under the roads, subways were 
impossible when Committees of the 
House of Lords had been sitting on 
twelve or thirteen subway propositions 
|going through the busiest parts of 
London and when three at least of these 
; Propositions had been sanctioned. [AN 
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Hon. MemBer: Sixty feet deep.] He |of locomotion, and as the proposal now 
did not care how deep they were; they | before the House would increase the 


did the work and the reason why by | facilities he would support the Bill. He 


common consent the 
system of transit had been accepted was | 
that it enabled passengersto beconveyedat | 
afar greater speed than they could be con- 
veyed overground, and that wasa matter | 
directly affecting the housing problem. 
In the face of that development he ven- | 
tured to submit that it was a retrograte | 
policy to make a proposition to spend a | 
vast sum of money on tramways which | 
would interfere with the traflic passing | 
through crowded streets, and which 
would in the opinion of many destroy | 


underground | 


thought that in process of time motor 
cars would take the place of tramways in 
many parts of London. If there was any 
place in London where they could put 
a tramway without inconvenience to the 


| other trattic it was the Embankment. He 


should like to see the tramways extended 
over Westminster bridge. 


(10.48.) Sir H. GAMPBELL - BAN- 


/NERMAN (Stirling Burghs): 1 do not 
|intend to go into the merits of this 


scheme. I have listened carefully to 


the amenity of the most beautiful thing | the whole of the debate, and I am sure 





in London—namely the Embankment. | 
He did not think they ought not to shut 
their eyes to the real nature of this Bill. 


It was brought in with the one great | 
object of eventually getting the tramways | 


across Westminster Bridge in order that 
later on, they should proceed along 
Victoria Street, Regent Street, Piccadilly, 
and in every possible direction. It would 
have been far straighter for the County 
Council to have put the proposal for a 
tramway over Westminster Bridge in the 
Bill so that the House might have come 
to a decision on its true merits. 


sir F. DIXON-HARTLAND ( Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge) said the hon. Member 
for Battersea had as good as admitted 
that the object was eventually to 
bring the tramways over Westminster | 
Bridge. When the bridge was to be 
built there was considerable discussion 
amongst architects as to the form it 
should take so as not to destroy the view 
of the Houses of Parliament. After a 
good deal of trouble the height originally | 
proposed was reduced and modifications 
were made in the design so that the 
view would not be interfered with. He 
had examined the plans of the bridge 
with one of the architects and he was 
informed that the bridge would not bear 
the weight of the tramways. The House 
ought to keep that fact before it when 
the real object of the promoters of the 
Bill seemed to be ultimately to get the 
tramways over the bridge. He did not 
think it was honest that the project 
should be brought forward in parts. 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 


| authority. 





New Forest) said the great question they 
had to look to at the present time was that 
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the House will be of opinion that it has 
| been sufficiently discussed. But I wish 
| to call the attention of the House to a 
matter of even greater importance, as I 
think it, than the merits of this parti- 
cular tramway proposal. Let the House 
consider how it is spending its time at 
this moment. Here is an overburdened 
Parliament wondering whether we shall 
ibe able to escape an autumn session, 
there being such a vast amount of work 
| before us. The House of Commons 
/has today voted thanks to the soldiers 
for their conduct in a great war. We 
| are engaged in the consideration of a 
new system for educating the people 
of the country, and the means of laying 
on taxation to raise money for the cost of 
thewar. In the middle of all this, a large 
portion of the sitting of one day is taken 
up in doing nothing but re-hearing a case 
which comes before us with the unanimous 
approval and desire of the municipal 
This is a question from the 
London County Council, which is surely 
responsible for locomotion and general 
communication all over London. It is 
not a party question. I was absent from 
the House at the time, but my recollection 
is that the Bill was carried to its second 
reading without a division. [An Hon. 
Member: “By a majority.”] It was 
referred to an unusually competent Com- 
mittee, with a most competent Chairman, 
which had examined it thoroughly ; and 
now when it comes back to the House 
the same old battle is fought over again 
and the same old arguments are brought 
forward. I do not know if a cure is to 
be found for this state of things, but I 
think it ought not to be possible for the 
House of Commons to spend and re-spend 


3 O 
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its time in such a way on such a subject; the Leader of the Opposition had com- 
as this. I venture to think that the! plained that the time of the House was 
remedy for the evil must be in the diree-| taken up in discussing a Bill which had 
tion of some sort of devolution of business | passed through a Select Committee ; but 


of this character to the care of bodies | they on that side of the House would 


London County 


which have more time spend upon it, and 
are, perhaps, on the whole, more competent 
to come to a conclusion upon it than the 
House of Commons. 


Mr. CUMMING MACDONA (South- 
wark, Rotherhithe) said that this was | 
not a Government measure, and hon. 
Members could vote upon it according | 
to their conscience. He represented a 
constituency on the south side of the 
river, and he thought that his constituents 
had just as good a right to enjoy the 
privileges on the north side of the river 
as the inhabitants of those localities. If 
Westminster Bridge was not strong 
enough to carry tramways then let Vaux- 
hall Bridge be utilised to link up the 
south side with the north. This country 
was behind the times in the matter of 
inter-city communication. 


Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, E.) said | 
that two Bills had been brought in by 
the London County Council to deal with | 
two different matters. One of these 
Bills was allowed to go through without 
discussion and the other Bill with very | 
considerable discussion. The right hon. | 


| shallow tunnel scheme. 


not have raised this discussion if they 
had thought that the House would have 
an opportunity of considering this ques- 
tion as a whole. They were in favour of 
the shallow tube Bill which would pro- 
vide the best mode ci locomotion for 
London, but they objected to have over- 
ground tramways tacked on to the 
His right hon. 
friend said this was a small matter. He 
agreed, but it was the thin edge of the 
wedge; and they would soon have 
tramways proposed over Westminster 
Bridge and Blackfriars Bridge; and, by 
and by, they might have tramways 
passing up Portland Street opposite the 
residence of the right hon gentleman the 
Member for Aberdeen. He hoped the 
House would mark its sense of the im- 
portance of this Question by passing the 
new Clause which had been moved by 
his hon. friend. 


(10.54.) Question put. 
House divided: — Ayes, 106; Noes, 
176. (Division List No. 204). 


AYES. 





Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh. 
Ceeil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H.Athole 


Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 


| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 

| Dixon-Hartland,Sirkr’d Dixon 

| Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Durning-Lawrencee, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wim. Hart 

| Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bantatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flet-her, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

| Galloway, William Johnson 

Gibbs, Hn ALG H.(CityofLond. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 

| Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elein& Nairn 

| Gray, Ernest (West Haim) 


| neene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) | 


| Grentell, William Henry 

| Gretron, John 

| Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hanbury, Kt. Hon. Robert Win. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashfrd 
| Hare, Thomas Leigh 

| Helder, Augustus 

) Henderson, Alexander 





Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


Hogg, Lindsay 


| Hope,J.F. (Shettield, Brights’e) 


Houston, Robert Paterson 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant 
Legve, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hin. Walter (Bristol,S 
| Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent) 
| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
| Lucas, Revinald J. (Ports th) 
| Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
| M‘Iver,Si: Lewi( Edinb'gh, W. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddalph 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred. (Moan thsh. 
Murray, Rtn A. Graham (Bute 
| Nicholson, William Graham 
| ONeill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
| Palmer, Wahler (Salisbury) 


' Penn, Johu 
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Pierpoint, Robert 
Plattu-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, Jame« Farquharson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 


Loudon County 


Abraham, William(Cork.N. E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P.(Gloue. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashton. Thomas Garr 
Ragot.Capt. Joseeline Fitz 
Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown,George M. (Edinbur: 
Bryce, Rt. Hon, James 
Bull, William James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Barns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Roheri 
Campbell, John (Armagh, >.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Canston, sae ye Knight 
Cawley, Frede:ic 
Chamberlain, 5 iaseettitens, 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corhett A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett. T. L. (Down, North) 
Craiv, Robert Hhinter 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vanghan- (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Denny, Colonel 
Dewar, Jolin A. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord Sir W iliam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Farqubarson, Dr. 
Fenwick, Cbarles 
Fergusson, RtHn.Sird.{ 
Virench, Peter 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, a ( = r 
Fuller, M. 

Gilhecly J umes 

Gladstone, 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 

Guest, Hon, Ivor Churehill 


Roy 


uh) 


(Inverness. sh. 
Sir Charles 


Robert 


Mane’r 
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| Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) | 


| Sandys. 





| Lewis, 


Lt. -Col, Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


| Smith, Hon. W.EF.D. (Strand) 
} Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk | 


Stan ley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart.SirMark J. M’ Taggart 
Stock, James Ilenry 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viseount 


NOES. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Munay 
Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, Jobn 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Har wood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon, CharlesSeale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, FE. 
Holland, William Henry 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur €, 
Johoston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, William(Carna: vonsh’e 
Joyee, Michael 

Kerrley, Hudson E 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Law, 


Law, Huch Alex. (Donegal, W.) | 


Lawrence, Joseph | Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Live erpool) | 
Lay land-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 

John Herbert 

Lloy d-George, David 

Lundon, W. 


Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


| Maedona, John Cumm ne 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


| M‘hkean, John 


| M‘Killop, W. 


Mékenna, Reginald 


(Sligo, North) 


| Markham, Arthur Basil 


| Maxwell, W. 


J.H( Dumfriesssh. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


| Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants. ) | 


RtHn. Herbert John | 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(De} tford | 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan,( ‘ol. John. (Galway,N.) | 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
(Y Brien, Kendal (‘Tipper ry Mid 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
(YMatley, William 


| O'Shaughnessy, P. J 


| Parker, Gilbert 


Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 





| 


| 
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Walrond, RtHn.SirW illiamH. 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Whitmore and Mr. 
Banbury. 


Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Peel, Hn. Wim, Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Kea. Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John K. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
tenwick, George 


| Roe, Sir Thomas 


| Royner, 


| Rutherford, 


Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Colonel Robert 
James 

John 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Harwick B.) 
She eban, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


found, 


| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 


Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 


Thomas, J. A. (Glam gan,Gower 


Thompson, 7“ C(Monagh’n,N 
Thomson, F. (York, W.R. ) 
‘{hornton, “hed, M. 
‘Tomkinson, James 


| Toulmin, George 


| Tritton, 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Charles Ernest 


| Ure, Alexander 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


| Warr, Augustus Frederick 
| Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
| Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton) 


| 
| 
| 
| 


White, % (York, E. R.) 
W hitley, . . B. (Halifax) 
Whittelier, Thomas Palmer 

| Wilson, F red. W .(Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
iW ilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Ww ilson, John (Falkirk) 

| Wilson,J. W.(Woreestersh. N.) 
| Young, Samuel 

| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir John Dickson-Poyn- 
der and Mr. Lough. 








1635 Supply— 
Bill to be read the third time. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 
WAYS AND IMPROVEMENTS) BILL 
(By ORDER). 

As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


ROYAL NAVAL RESERVE 
VOLUNTEERS BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee) 


[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. } 


(11.8.) GeneraL LAURIE (Pembroke, 
Haverfordwest) said there were 70,000 
fishermen on the coast of Canada, and the 
Admiralty would be debarred from ob- 
taining services of these men if the 
proviso was retained in the Bill which 
provided that the men must be actually 
on the register of a vessel. Canadian 
fishermen, for example, were paid off as 
soon as the vessel landed the product of 
its voyage, and after that they were not 
registered as on a vessel at all. 


THe CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMIR- | 
ALTY (Mr. PReTYMAN, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge) said he would briefly explain | 
the object of the Bill. In 1869 the 
Admiralty was empowered to raise naval 
volunteers within the United Kingdom, 
and by the Act of 1896 that power was 
extended beyond the United Kingdom 
to seamen in vessels registered in the 
sritish Islands. Since that time it had 
hecome necessary to raise volunteers, 
particularly in Newfoundland, and_ it 
was found that the limitation to seamen 
serving on ships registered in the British 
Islands made that course impossible. 
The object of the Bill was to remove 
that disability and to enable the Admir- 
alty to enlist as naval volunteers British 
subjects in all parts of the world. 


Bill reported, without Amendment ; 
read the third time, and passed. 


SUPPLY, [l5rtH May, AFTERNOON SITTING. | 
REPORT. 


Order read for resuming Adjourned 
Debaie on Question [28th May], “ That , 
this House doth agree with the Com- 
mittee in the First Resolution, ‘That a 
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sum, not exceeding £37,800, be granted 
to His Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1903, for Expenditure in respect 
of Royal Palaces and Marlborough 
House.’” — 


Report. 


Question again proposed. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said he should 
be glad to know whether there was any 
intention of acting on the Report of the 
Committee which dealt with questions of 
cable communication. 


Question put and agreed to. 
Subsequent Resolutions agreed to :— 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£66,200, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1903, for the Royal 
Parks and Pleasure Gardens.” 


3. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£27,500, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1903, for the Houses 
of Parliament Buildings.” 


SUPPLY [l5txH May, EvENING SITTING] 
REPORT. 

Order read for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [29th May], ‘That 
this House doth agree with the Com- 
mittee in the Resolution, ‘That a sum, 
not exceeding £29395, be granted to 
His Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 3lst day of 
Mareh, 1903, for the salaries of the 
Commissioner and Assistant Commis- 
sioners of the Metropolitan Police, and of 
the receiver for the Metropolitan Police 
District, the pay and expenses of 
officers of Metropolitan Police employed 
on special duties, and the salaries and 
expenses of the Inspectors of Con- 
stabulary.’” 
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Question put and agreed to. 

SUPPLY [26TH May]. REPORT. 
Resolutions reported :— 


Criviz SERVICE Estimates, 1902-3. 


Class V. 


1. “That asum, not exceeding £1,000, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1903, for grant in aid of the 
revenue of the Island of Cyprus.” 

2. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£133,225, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March 1903, for the sub- 
sidies to certain telegraph companies and 
a grant in aid of the annual expenses of 
the Pacifie Cable.” 

3. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£40,000 be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year end- 
ing on the 3lst day of March 1903, in 
respect of a loan to the Government of 
Crete.” 


Resolutions agreed to 
SUPPLY [27TH May}. 
Resolutions reported :— 


REPORT. 


Crvin SERVICES AND REVENUE 
EstiMaTEs 1902-3. 
Class II. 

1. “ That asum, not exceeding £25,716, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March 1903, for the salaries and ex- 
penses of the Board of Agriculture, and 
to pay certain grants in aid.” 


Supply— {5 JUNE 1902! 
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Tur FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 


keport. 


| LAIN, Worcestershire, E.) said that if the 


hon. Member desired it, he would not 
object to the Vote being postponed, but 
another opportunity of considering it 
might not arise. 


Sr EDWARD STRACHEY said he 
was quite ready to discuss the Vote now, 
but his principal reason for asking that it 
should be postponed was that the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture was not 
present, and he desired to ask him one 
or two questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that the President of the Board of 
Agriculture had been sent for. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY said he 


noticed that only yesterday the President 


of the Board of Agriculture, speaking at 
Reading, said that he himself was in 
communication with the Board of ‘Trade 
upon the very important question of 
railway rates, and he thought it would 
be useful if the right hon. Gentleman 
would inform the House what he was 
doing in the matter. As far as he under- 
stood, the right hon. Gentleman was 


trying to get the Board of Trade to 


wake up. At present the Board of 


Trade absolutely neglected the farming 


DEPARTMENTs | 


railway 


(11.15.) Str EDWARD STRACHEY | 


(Somersetshire, S.) asked if the Govern- 
ment would have any objection to post- 
poning the Vote, because if it were taken 
now it would be impossible for hon. 
Members interested in agricultural 
questions to raise them during the remain- 
der of the session. Moreover, the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture was not 
present. 


industry, which had to contend with 


higher rates than ‘Were given to 
foreigners. If alarge amount of agri- 


cultural produce were sent from one 
part of the country to the other, the 
companies gave {favourable 
rates; but in the case of a small farmer 
who was only able to send a small 
quantity of produce to market, the rates 
were absolutely prohibitive, and in some 
eases would almost double the selling 
price of cream or milk in the London 
market. That showed how utterly 
impossible it was for agriculturists to 
send small quantities of produce 
to market, and that was why agri- 
culturists felt that the Board of Trade 
neglected their interests. His object in 
raising the question was to assist the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
in the matter, because if the House ex- 
pressed its approval of the action of the 
right hon. Gentleman it would strengthen 
his hand. He knew that the right hon. 
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Gentleman was only too ready to assist | small consignments, so that they form 


farmers, and he hoped that by raising 
the question in the House it would 
assist the right hon. Gentleman in try- 
ing to wake up the Board of Trade. 
The right hon. Gentleman also said at 
Reading that it was desirable that some- 
thing more should be done as regarded 
grants towards technical agricultural 
interests—such questions as scientific 


research into the making of cider, an 


industry which was becoming very 
important, and might be a very valuable 
one indeed. Recently the Bath and 
West of England Agricultural Society 


made an application to the right hon. | 


Gentleman in this matter; he did not 
know what reply was given but he 
rather gathered that the right hon. 
Gentleman was anxious to have the 
support of the House in putting pressure 
on the Treasury. The right hon. Gentle 
man further said that it was very 
desirable that the County Councils 
should be encouraged to vote money 
towards agricultural education and scien- 
tifie research, and he threw out the 
suggestion that if the County Councils 
would make ‘grants he would be pre- 
pared to supplement them. He be- 
lieved that the County Councils would 
be only too ready to respond to that. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would be able to inform the House 
what he considered might be done out 
side the House to further the interests 
of a great national industry. 


(11.25) Tok PRESIDEN TortHeE BOARD 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanpvury, 
Preston): I will tell the hon. Member 
very frankly what I think on the subject 
of railway rates. In the first place, I 
think that  agriculturists 
might do a very great deal by co- 
operating on this subject, and thus bring- 
ing pressure to bear on the railway 
companies. The present condition of 
things does tell somewhat hardly against 
the farmer who is a small consigner, as 
compared with the tradesman, and especi- 
ally the foreigner, who are able to send 
much larger consignments at much lower 
rates. In Denmark, the farmers have 
influenced railway rates to a very con- 
siderable extent by combination among 
themselves -— by combining to bring 
pressure on the railway companies, and 
also by combining a number of their 
Sir Edward Strachey. 


'owners ot 


themselves , 


one lot, and get the benefit of the reduced 
rates. | wish English farmers would 
follow that example. As regards bring- 
ing Government pressure to bear, I have 
not the same power that is possessed by 
the Irish Board of Agriculture of appeal- 
ing directly to the Railway Commissioners 
when there seems to be any case of 
undue charges. That would be very 
useful in my Department. However 
that may be, I have been in communi- 
cation with [the Board of Trade on this 
subject. Since the joint Committee of the 
two Houses sat in 1888, two new points 
have arisen, ‘The first is the question 
of railway companies and the rates 
charged by them, when they are also 
lines of steamers. I am 
inclined to think that they have facilities 
which they exercise so as to give, in 
many cases, undue preference to foreign 
goods. Then again, the question of 
delay has arisen, and the Board of 
Trade require, very properly, that we 
should place before them some fair 
amount of evidence on the matter, and 
lam taking every means | can to secure 
that evidence. The hon. Member referred 
to the grant, especially I think. to the 
cider industry inSomerset. Tam making 
inquiries, and I am inclined to think that 
before we proceed further in the direction 
of grants we ought to ascertain whether 
the work already done is of a really 
practical nature, and is likely to improve 
cider making. I know the interest 
which the hon. Member takes in this 
matter, and I ean him that I 
personally will not hesitate to continue 
the grant if | am quite satisfied that the 
work which has already been done is of 
a really practical character. I believe 
that the money given in grants to the 
various colleges is money well spent, for a 
double reason. In the first place there is 
the grant for what it is worth, but it also 
enables us to exercise control over the 
local taxation grants in the country and 
tosee that a fair share of them is given to 
agricultural purposes, and also that the 
money is well spent. I have made it a 
rule not to give these grants unless they 
involve a certain amount of control. I 
think further that the whole of the 
country has a perfect right to benefit by 
the work done in any one county. 
What is more, | believe that a great 


assure 





 — 


i i ee 
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deal of the work is being done over and | 


over again in various counties. That 
would be avoided if the counties—and | 
am glad many of them are willing— 
would let the Board of Agriculture try 
and harmonise their work, so as to 
prevent repetition, and to see that the 
work is of a kind which will not only be 
of particular benefit to the county in 
which it is carried on, but also of ben ‘it 
to the whole of the United Kingdom. 


Mr. MACVEAGH said he gathered 
that it was the intention of the right hon. 
(rentleman to make representations to 
the Board of Trade on the question 
of railway rates, and he should like to 
know whether it was intended that the 
proposed inquiry should include railway 
rates in Ireland. He quite understood 
that the Board of Agriculture in Ireland 
had power to make representations in 
regard to individual cases of excessive 
railway rates, but he thought it would 
be well to know whether the inquiry 
would include railway rates in Ireland, as 
the question was one of very great 
importance. 


Mr. HANBURY: By permission of 
the House, I will reply to the hon. Mem- 
ber. Ireland, asthe hon. Member knows, 
has got its own Department of Agricul- 
ture, but I will consult with my right 
hon. friend as to collecting the necessary 
information as regards Ireland to be laid 
before the Committee to be appointed. 


Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) said he 
was very glad that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was using his influence to induce 
the Board of Trade to order a further 
inquiry into the present position of rail- 
way rates. Agriculturists had felt that 
they had received but scant justice in 
the matter, and he could assure the 
right hon. Gentleman that there was 
plenty of information, which could be 
submitted to a Committee, which might 
guide the Board of ‘Trade as to what 
action should be taken. He believed that 
the railway companies had as much to 
gain from an inquiry as the traders, and 
he was sure the inquiry would bring a 
great deal of light to bear on a question 
on which, he could not help thinking, 


the Board of Trade was not fully in- | 
‘that might be urged in favour of it, 


formed. 
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(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£18,442, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1903, for the salaries 
and expenses of the Charity Commission 
for England and Wales.” 

3. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£26,402, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will eome in course of 
payment during the vear ending on the 
31st day of March, 1903, for the salaries 
and expenses of the Civil Service Com- 
mission.” 


(11.35.) Mr. T. P. OCONNOR (Liver- 
pool, Scotland) said he wished to refer to 
the form of the examinations of the Civil 
Service Commission. His strong convic- 
tion on the subject led him to protest 
against the absurd and overwhelming 
position which the classical languages 
still held in the examinations of the Civil 
Service Commission, He thought much 
of the time devoted to the study of these 
languages was wasted on the part of the 
masters, and still more on the part of the 
pupils. As a matter of fact, he found 
that many gentlemen who had taken the 


|very highest degrees in the universities 


were unable to speak a word of French or 
German. There was no compensation 
for that in the study of the ancient 
languages, because many gentlemen who 
had devoted ten or twelve years to their 
study were absolutely unable to carry on 
a conversation in modern Greek. It was 
impossible that the education of the 
country eould ever be rational or pro- 
found as long as the best years of the 
lives of young boys and young men were 
devoted to studies which should be entirely 
left to professional students and pro- 
fessors. The Civil Service Commission 
could not, perhaps, be blamed for follow- 
ing tradition in the matter. It was 
really ineredible, but it was true, 
that a man who took up the respon- 
sible duty of governing _ perhaps 
100,000 people in India obtained his 
right to that position by a rote-like 
recollection of Greek and Latin classics. 
The whole system was wrong. He 
would only deal with one argument 
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and that was that these languages were | 
useful for the purposes of mental | 
gymnastics. His opinion was that they | 
were just as useful for the purpose as 
the acrostics which society papers pub- 
lished for the amusement of the young 
ladies who perused them. He might 
suggest to Englishmen that there was 
a language and literature called English, 
which they might very well study with 
advantage. Even on the subject of 
English literature, the Civil Service 
examinations followed old and worn-out 
traditions. They followed what might 
be called the Chinese tradition. The 
greatest power which a man _ could 
possess in order to secure admission | 
into the public service was simply a 
good memory. He had known very 
able men with bad memories, and very 
stupid men with good memories. — In- 
deed, if memory were to be the chief 
intellectual quality for the position of 
First Lord of the Treasury, he was 
afraid the right hon. Gentleman the 
present Leader of the House would find 
himself at the bottom of the list, be- 
cause, with reference to certain subjects, 
he had not a very good memory. In 
public or private life, no one would 
think of choosing a man simply because 
he had the power of repeating a certain | 
amount of literature. He hoped, there- 
fore, that the Civil Service examinations 
would be brought into aecord with 
higher, better, and more enlightened 
forms of education. 
Resolution agreed to. 


Su ppl, — 


4. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£38,605, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
3ist day of March, 1903, for the salaries 
und expenses of the: Department of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General.” 
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6. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£420,145, be granted to His Majesty 
to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on 


Report. 


the 31st day of March, 1903, for 
stationery, printing, paper, binding, 


and printed books for the public service ; 
to pay the salaries and expenses of the 
Stationery Office; and for sundry 
miscellaneous services, including Reports 
of Parliamentary Debates.” 


tesolutions agreed to. 


SUPPLY [30TH MAY]. REPORT. 
Resolution reported :— 


CIVIL SERVICE ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
CLASS IL 

“That a sum, not exceeding £92,356, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 35lst day 
of March, 1903, for the salaries and 
expenses of the Office of His Majesty's 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart 
ment and subordinate Offices.”’ 


Mr. T. P. OO CONNOR said that when 
the Vote was considered in Committee 
his hon. friend the Member for South 
Donegal expressed extremely strong 
views in regard to the manner in which 
inspection in connection with vivisection 
was carried on, and his hon. friend 
went on to denounce, in somewhat 
forcible language, the practice of vivi- 
It was 
due to the strong conviction which he 
himself held on the subject that he 
should state that he thought the Home 
Office would be most unwise in forbid- 
ding vivisection altogether. He would 
not yield to any man in his love for 
animals, and he did not know if, at 
certain periods of one’s life, one did not 


' think that it would not have been better 


5. “ That a sum, not exceeding £4,361, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1903, for the salaries and 
expenses of the Registry of Friendly | 
Societies.” 

Mr. T. P, O'Connor. : 


to bestow love on what were called the 
lower animals than on the higher animals. 
If vivisection meant any pain to the 


lowest animal, he would be against it, 
jand he was against it in any shape or 


form that would inflict pain on animals. 
But, at the same time, he thought that 
vivisection carried on under the safe- 
guards provided by the Home Office wa: 
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absolutely necessary. If a medical man | possible today, it was largely due to the 
were now able to save 75 per cent. of | research made by vivisection. He held 
diphtheria cases where formerly 60 per | those views so strongly that he felt com 
cent. were fatal, if the horrible disease of pelled to give expression to them. 
hydrophobia was to a large extent | 


diminished, if vaccination had practically | Resolution agreed to. 
destroyed the disease of small-pox in | 
places where the people where not stupid | ADJOURNMENT. 


‘nough to avoid it, if surgical operations,| Motion made, and Question, “ That 
especially on the brain, were possible this House do now adjourn” (Mr. 
which were impossible twenty or thirty | 4usten Chamberlain), put, and agreed to. 
rears ago, if : se Inc: able : . : , 
years ago, if all these in culable ind Adjourned at ten minutes before 
infinite blessings to humanity were Twelve o'clock. 
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APPENDIX I. 


PUBLIC BILLS 


DEALT WITH IN VOLUME CVIII. 


Those marked thus * are Government Bills. The figures in parentheses in 
the last column refer to the page in this volume. “[H.L.]” following title indi- 
cates that the Bill originated in the Lords. 





(A.) House or Lorps. 





Title of Bill Brought in by Progress. 
British Museum [H#.L.] Viscount Peel Read 1* 5th June [1525] 
*County Courts (Ireland) Lord Ashbourne Read 3* and passed 13th May 
[H.L. | (5) 
*Lands Valuation (Scot- Lord Balfour of Bur- Committee 3rd June (1228) 
land)Amendment{[H.L. | leigh 
*Loan Lord Privy Seal Read 1? 5th June (1523) 
Pauper Children (Ireland) Lord Clonbrock Read 1* 5th June (1505) 
| H.L. | 
Wild Bird Protection  arl of Jersey Read 2" Sth June (1505) 


Acts, Amendment[H.L. | 





(B.) HousE or Commons. 





Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 
Aged Pensioner (No, 2) | Mr. Goulding sill Withdrawn 16th May 
| (532) 
Coal Mines Regulation | Sir Charles Dilke sill Withdrawn 27th May 
| (675) 
| 
| 
Coroners’ Inquests (Rail- | Mr. Channing Bill Withdrawn 2nd Jun: 
way Fatalities) (1224) 
*County Courts (Ireland) | Mr. Wyndham Read 1’ 28th May (792) 
[H.L. | | 
| 
Cruelty to Animals | Col. Lockwood | Read 1° 2nd June (1130) 
*Education (England and | Mr. 4. J. Balfour Committee 2nd June (1132) 
Wales) Committee 3rd June (1286) 
Committee 4th June (1405) 








*Klectric Lighting (Lon- 
don) 
VOL. CVIIL [FOURTH SERIES. | 3.Q 


Mr. Gerald Balfour Read 2° 28th May (831) 








(B.) House or CommMons—continued. 








Title of Bill. 


Brought in by 





*Finance 

*Freshwater Fish (Scot- 
land) 

* Hospitals (Contributions) 


Ice Cream Shops (Scot- 
land) 


Ice Cream Shops (Scot- 
land) | No. 2.] 


Immoral Trattic (Scotland) 


*Loan 


*Local Government (Trans- 
fer of Power) 


*London Elections 


*Matrimonial Causes Act, 
Amendment [H.L. ] 


Merchant Shipping(Light- 
houses) 


*Naval Prize [H.L. | 

*New Forest (Sale of 
Lands for Public Pur- 
poses) 

*Police Reservists 


*Post Oftice Sites 


*Prison Officers (Pensions) 


*Public Offices, Dublin 


*Royal Naval 
Volunteers 


Reserve 


Sale of 
Lique rs 
(lreland) 


Intoxicating 
( Licences) 


Wages Board 


Si r 


M. Hicks Beach 


Mr. A. Graham Murray 


Mr. Waiter Long 


Mr. Orr-Ewing 
Mr. Orr-Ewing 


J 


yy 


vr. Cameron Corbett 


hy 
~ 


ir M. Hicks Beach 


J 


~ 


r. Walter Long 


Mr. Walter Long 


Sir Robert Finlay 


Mr. Charles M‘Arthur 


Mr. Arnold-Foster 


Mr. 


Austen Chamber- 
lain | 


. Jesse Collins 


*, Austen Chamberlain| 


Progress. 





| Second Reading 13th May (36) 


Second Reading 14th May 
(216) 
Read 3° 5th June (1601) 


| Read 1° 14th May (203) 


Bill Withdrawn 
(675) 


27th 


May 


Read 1° 28th May (792) 


_ Read 1° 14th May (204) 


Committee 2nd June (1224) 

Read 2’ 14th May (251) 

Committee 15th May (475) 

Committee 28th May (879) 

Read 3° and passed 4th June 
(1417) 

Read 1° 14th May (204) 


Read 1° 14th May (204) 


Read 1° 16th May (487) 


Read 1° 13th May 


Read 1° 16th May (487) 


Read 2° 28th May (828) 


Read 2° 5th June (1610) 


Read 2° 28th May (826) 


| Committee 2nd June (1223) 
| Report 3rd June (1380) 


Me Je sse Collins 


| Mr. Austen Chamberlain' 


*, Arnold-Forster 


. Clancy 


Sir Charles Dilke 


Read 2’ 5th June (1613) 
Read 2° 28th May (797) 


Read 2° 28th May (793) 


Read 2° 13th May (167) 
Committee 26th May (661) 


Bill withdrawn 27th May (675) 





Li 


5) 
y APPENDIX IL 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, SESSION 1902. 


List OF RULEs, OrDERS, &C., which have been presented during the Session, and are 
required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 
the House. 


{Continuation of List given in preceding Volume. | 





Date from which | Period to lie upon 


Ti 2 re . 
litle of Paper. the Period runs. the table. 





ne | 


Factory and Workshop Acts (Five Hours’ Spell in 14 May 40 days 
Hosiery Factories),—Copy of Order, dated 12th 
May, 1902, made by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department in pursuance of Section 39 of 
The Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, extending to 
Hosiery Factories the exception by which a woman, 
young person, or child may be employed continu- 
ously for five hours, and also directing that in the 
case of Hosiery Factories the exception shall not be 
limited to certain months of the year [1 Edw. VIL, 
c. 22, s. 126 (3) ] 





May 6 weeks. 


Railways (Certificates) (Liskeard and Looe Railway li 
Company),—Copy of Draft Certificate of the Board | 

of Trade authorising the Liskeard and Looe Railway | 

Company to raise additional capital [27 and 28 Vice., | 

ww « » | 

c. 120, s. 14] 


Railways (Certificates) (Yorkshire Dales Railway 16 May 6 weeks. 
Company),—Copy of Draft Certificate of the Board 
of Trade authorising the Yorkshire Dales Railway 
Company to raise additional capital, and to increase 
the number of directors [27 and 28 Vie.,c. 120, s. 14] 





Intermediate Education (Ireland),—Copy of Rules 26 May 40 days 
and Programme of Examinations for 1903 [41 and 


42 Vic., ¢. 49, s. 57 (ce) 6] 


Prisons (Ireland),—Copy of Rules for Visiting Com- 26 May 40 days 
mittees of Ordinary Prisons in Ireland [40 and 41 
Vic., c. 66, s. 6) 





4 weeks (whilst the 
House is sitting. 


June 


e 


Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899 (Absenee under Licence 
1) of Inmates of Certified Inebriates Reformatories),— 
Copy of Regulation made by the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, in pursuance of Section 
ne 6 of The Inebriates Act, 1898, respecting the absence 
375) under licence of inmates of certified Inebriate 
Reformatories [61 and 62 Vic., c. 60, s. 21 (1)] 
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